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PREFACE. 


H  E  Letter  from  John  Baillie  to  Dr* 


is  writ  with  that  peculiar  Art 


of  Falfification,  and  Calumny  5  that  I  find 
every  body  agreed  about  the  true  Author: 
but  as  it  pretends  to  defend  Dr.  Freind  a- 
gainft  his  two  Adverfaries,  Dr.  le  Clerc ,  and 
the  Author  of  Observations ,  &c.  it  is  very 
proper  to  fet  this  Controverfy  in  a  true  light* 
and,  in  order  to  that,  to  give  an  Englifh  E- 
dition  of  le  Clerc  s  ‘Defence  from  Freind s 
Infults,  in  the  Hiftory  of  Fhyfick.  For* 
thereby,  every  Reader  may  judge  of  Dr, 
Freinds  Deftgn  of  writing  his  Hiflory,  and 
of  his  Candor  in  fupporting  the  fcandalous 
Charges  brought  there  againft  all  Phy 
ficians. 

If,  on  one  hand,  we  confider  the  Aiming 
Charafters  of  Virtue  and  Learnings  of  a 
confummate  Judgment  and  Experience  in 
Thyfick ,  he  recommends  in  ancient  Phy- 


A  z 


ficians. 


ficians,  whom  he  alone  imitates,  and  whofd 
Virtues  he  only  poffcfies  $  no  body  can  doubt 
of  his  Excellencies  from  fo  impartial  a  hand 
as  his  own. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  *DoElor  gives  lis 
a  melancholy  View  of  the  Phyficians  of  his 
own  times :  that  they  are  either  fo  ignorant , 
that  they  are  not  able  to  diftinguifh  one  Dif- 
eafe  from  another  5  or  they  are  fo  great  A- 
bridgers  of  the  Materia  Medicay  that  they 
have  not  Receipts  to  cure  any :  an  excel- ' 
lent  Complement  on  the  two  famous  Uni- 
*verJitieSy  and  the  College  of  Phyficians. 

Some  Phyficians,  we  muft  confefs,  are 
found  with  another  Character  in  the  Hif- 
tory  of  Phyfick  5  who  are  more  unhappy 
than  the  former,  they  being  to  be  hunted 
with  Calumny ,  and  worried  by  the  People* 
upon  the  account  of  their  Learning  and  fuc- 
cefsful  FraEtices :  the  good  Offices  of  thefe 
are  their  Ruin,  while  the  former  may  not 
only  pafs  under  general  Scandal,  but  hum¬ 
bly  contort  with  their  Conqueror. 

* 

4 

Dr.  Freind  being  thus  to  expofe  Phyfi¬ 
cians,  under  the  pretext  of  a  Hiftory,  he 

fets 
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fets  up,  in  the  next  place,  for  a  fuperior 
Capacity  for  that  Work  5  that  as  he  himfelf 
is  the  greateft  Phyfician,  fo  he  muft  like- 
wife  appear  to  be  the  beft  Writer  of  Phy- 
fick  Hiftory. 

On  this  account  the  learned  Dr.  le  Clerc 
falls  under  the  Difpleafure  of  Dr.  Freind \ 
Le  Clerc  had  writ  the  Hiftory  of  Phyfick, 
beginning  with  Hippocrates ,  and  ending 
with  Galen  fo  accurately,  that  Dr.  Freind 
tells  us,  we  find  amply  and  clearly  repre - 
fented  all  the  Philofophy,  the  Theory,  and 
‘Pratt ice  of  ancient  Phyjicians  3  fo  that  there 
is  fcarce  a  Nation ,  a  cDiflempery  a  Medicine , 
or  even  the  Name  of  an  Author ,  to  be  met 
with  amongfl  them>  of  which  he  has  not 
given  a  full  and  exatt  account .  This  Accu¬ 
racy  has  been  univerfally  confeffed ;  but  is 
now  the  occafion  of  all  the  Scandal  from 
the  Hiftory  of  Phyftck :  for  Freind  muft: 
have  ftill  a  fuperior  Character  for  an  Hif- 
torian,  and  le  Clerc’s  Ejfay  of  a  Plan  for 
continuing  the  Hiftory  of  Phyftck  muft  be 
reprefented  not  only  as  a  very  imperfett  and 
fuperficial  Performance  5  but  in  many  Parti¬ 
culars  inaccurate  and  erroneous .  But  as  this 
Character  is  altogether  inconfiftent  with  the 

former  5 
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former  5  fo  it  is  very  certain,  that  le  Clerc 
is  to  be  mifreprefented,  in  order  to  Freind’s 
affirming  his  Claim. 

It  is  ftrange,  that  our  ‘Phyficians  have 
tamely  fubmitted  to  this  Imputation  of  Ig¬ 
norance  ;  and  that  the  Author  of  Obferva- 
tionSy  on  Dr.  Freind’j  Hiftorj/y  is  the  only 
Perfon  who  has  defended  himfelf  againft 

the  Do&or’s  Calumnies  5  while  le  ClerCy  a 

* 

Foreigner,  refufes  to  bear  with  the  fcanda- 
lous  Charge  laid  againft  him.  Englifh  Phy- 
ficians  have  their  Trofejjion  and  their  Bacon 
to  preferve,  as  well  as  their  Honour,  while 
le  Clerc  has  fcarcely  the  laft  to  defend,  in 
the  opinion  of  learned  Men.  We  lhall 
therefore  proceed,  and  confider  this  Contro- 
verfy,  which  is  now  enflam'd  by  Baillie's 
pretended  Defence  5  the  rather,  that  a  true 
Hiftory  of  Phyfick  may  at  length  arife  out 
of  the  expoling  of  a  falfe  one.  * 

* -*"•  *\  ^  *v 

But  here  we  are  called  upon  in  the  Let¬ 
ter ,  wherein  le  Clerc ,  as  the  Author ,  of 
forne  ObfervationSy  &c.  are'  unfairly  repre- 
fented,  as  the  Aggreflbrs  in  this  Difpute  : 
for  the  Juftnefs  and  Truth ,  as  we  are  told, 
of  all  Dr.  FreindV  Writings  are  fufficient  to 

1  bear 
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bear  them  out:  while ,  however  vigorous 
the  Critick  appears  in  Dr.le  Glerc\r  defence , 

never t he lefs  acknowledges  mojl  of  the  Er¬ 
rors  alledged  againft  him .  Then  the  Letter- 
writer  concludes,  that  the  Defender  has 
writ  from  fome  other  Motive  than  a  ftri£i 
regard  to  Truth:  and  this  Motive  we  ate 
affured  is  a  malicious  Pleafure,  in  writing 
againft  fome  excellent  Performance.  A 
‘Piece,  continues  the  Letter ,  mufl  be  writ¬ 
ten ,  and  what  Book  more  proper  to  attack „ 
than  one  of  Charader,  no  matter  how  juft ly. 

We  (hall  quickly  find  how  well  Dodor 
Freind’s  Works  bear  themfelves  out ;  but 
in  the  foregoing  Quotations  he  plainly  has 
no  regard  to  Truth.  Can  le  Clerc  be  an 
Aggreffor,  and  yet  be  always  upon  the  De- 
fenfive  ?  even  in  this  account  of  the  Dodor , 
the  very  Title  of  his  Book,  and  every  Sec¬ 
tion  in  it  prove  it  a  Defence.  Dr.  le  Clerc 
ends  his  Book  with  a  full  Pardon  to  Dodor 
Freind,  for  difeovering  his  Errors  5  pro¬ 
vided  he  had  not  reprefented  him  more 
faulty  than  he  truly  is :  all  which  is  far  from 
attacking  Dr.  Freind j  and  thus  the  Letter 
difeovers,  very  early,  how  fair  an  Antago- 
nift  he  is  like  to  be. 


This 
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This  Author’s  Talent  for  Defamation  be¬ 
ing  very  confiderable,  he  could  not  be  un¬ 
der  the  necellity  of  having  recourfe  to  a 
Common-place  for  Calumny  :  a  Tiece  muji 
be  written ,  and  what  Book  more  proper  to 
attack  than  one  of  Character ,  is  fo  com¬ 
mon  a  Style  of  Contempt  with  every  paul- 
try  Author,  that  the  Letter-writer  as  little 
wanted  this  borrow'd  Sentence,  however 
low  he  may  be,  as  it  fitted  Mr.  le  Clerc :  He 
is  always  well  fupply’d  by  the  learned 
Works,  both  of  ancient  and  modern  Au¬ 
thors  ;  and  has  too  mean  an  Opinion  of  Dr. 
Freirids  Performances,  to  raife  in  him  an 
Emulation  of  any  kind.  Indeed,  whatever 
high  Value  the  Doctor  and  his  Defender 
may  pretend  to  have  of  the  Hiftory  of  Phy- 
fick,  the  Bookfeller  does  not  find  the  World 

thipks  as  they  do. 

•  »  * 

Had  not  Dr.  Freinds  excelfive  Pride  and 
Vanity,  in  attacking  Monjieur  le  Clerc ,  alto¬ 
gether  blinded  him  5  he  muft  have  thought 
it  very  natural,  in  that  Author,  to  defend 
his  Brother  from  the  malicious  Accufations 
in  the  Hiflory  of  Thyfick :  or  to  give  hi$ 
Brothers  proper  Defence  a  place,  in  his  an¬ 
cient 
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dent  and  modern  Bibliotheque ;  without  his 
becoming  a  Critick  on  a  Book,  he  (hews  fo 
fmall  a  Value  for.  This  is  very  unbecom¬ 
ing  a  Perfon  of  a  liberal  Education,  or  one 
who  has  ftudied  with  enlarged  Views :  and 
Dr.  Freind’s  Readers,  who  can  thus  be  im~ 
pofed  upon,  are  of  very  low  Minds,  and 
low  Underftandings  5  for  they  muft  even 
believe,  that  the  year  1727,  when  le  Clerc 
defends  himfelf,  precedes  the  year  1725, 
when  Dr.  jF reind  attacks  him  in  his  Hiftory 
of  Phyfick.  But  I  proceed  to  confider  the 
(late  of  the  Controverfy  between  Dr.  Freind 
and  Dr.  le  Clerc  5  nor  will  I  infill  on  the  in¬ 
judicious  Criticifm  of  the  former,  about 
the  Propriety  of  the  Title,  An  Effay  of  a 
Flan  i  nor  on  the  ill  placed  Animadver- 
fion  on  le  Clerc’s  bellowing  fo  much  of  his 
Flan  on  Faraceljus.  The  Criticifm  alto¬ 
gether  proceeds  from  Dr.  Freind ,  and  his 
j Defender,  not  underltanding  the  Senfe  of 
the  word  Effay,  and  their  miftaking  the 
modeft  way  Dr.  le  Clerc  is  always  defended. 
For  if  a  Flan  is  a  Model ,  according  to  the 
Letter-writer  $  and  that  every  Model  is  not 
fo  perfeft,  as  not  to  want  to  be  mended - 
in  this  Senfe,  an  imperfed  Model  may 
be  minded  5  and  an  Effay  of  a  Model,  is 


an  Attempt  at  a  Model :  which  Model  prov¬ 
ing  perfed,  or  having  fmall  Defeds,  is  not 
the  more  imperfed  for  the  Modefty  of  its 
Author,  in  calling  it  an  EJfay,  or  an  At¬ 
tempt.  This  Senfe  of  a  French  Word  is 
very  clear}  if  we  confider  its  equivalent  in 
Latin .  What  the  French  mean  by  Effay , 
the  Romans  exprefs  by  Tent  amen ;  and  eve¬ 
ry  School  boy  knows  how  to  render  this 
Latin  Word  into  Englijh .  So  that  when 
the  Words  Effay  and  Flan  are  fo  managed 
by  the  Doctor  and  his  Letter-writer ,  as  to 
come  out  of  their  Mint  a  Flan  of  a  Flam, 
it  only  proves,  that  they  know  nothing  of 
the  import  of  the  two  Words  $  efpecially 
of  that  of  an  Effay. 

This  Charge  againft  Dr.  le  Clerc ,  of  be¬ 
llowing  too  much  of  his  Plan  on  Faracel- 
fas,  is  equally  unjuft  as  the  former;  and 
his  modeft  Reply,  that  every  one  is  not  of 
Dr.  Freind's  Opinion,  expofes  him  to  the 
farther  Cenfure  of  the  Letter-writer  5  who 
is  truly  void  of  all  Modefty.  Now  though 
I  keep  clear  from  making  any  Defence  for 
Monf  le  Clerc ,  who  is  far  abler  to  anfwer 

forhimfelf:  yet  it  muft  be  confeffed;  that? 

*  f 

if  Faracelfus  had  been  negleded  for  fome 

perfonal 
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perfonai  Faults,  the  Hiftory  of  thofe  Times 
had  been  very  defe&ive.  What  a  Work 
Dr.  Freind  makes  about  Rhafesy  for  giving 
us  one  chymical  Medicine,  which  was  none 
of  his  own  5  and  now  capricioufly  contends, 
for  negle&ing  an  Author,  who  made  one 
of  the  greateft  Revolutions  in  Phyfick ;  by 
introducing  the  method  of  curing  Difeafes 
by  chymical  Medicines,  to  the  total  Over¬ 
throw  of  Hippocrates  and  Galen ;  and  that 
for  a  confiderable  Period  of  time.  What 
account  can  be  given  of  the  Vanity  of  an 
Author,  who  fets  to  build,  and  pull  down,  as 
the  humour  takes  him  ?  It  is  not  enough, 
I  hope,  to  objeft  to  Faracelfus  5  that  he 
was  often  drunk  after  Dinner,  or  that  he 
was  not  a  Favourite  of  the  Churchmen, 
No ;  we  confider  only  the  Influence  of  his 
Art  on  the  Schools  of  Phyfick  :  by  no 
means  his  commonly  getting  drunk  with, 
or  without  the  Fathers  5  who,  at  that  time, 
were  commonly  very  near  as  barbarous  as 
himfelf.  But  the  Doctor  y  and  his  ‘Defen¬ 
der ,  know  that  the  more  Faults  they  find, 
the  more  they  hope  to  pleafe,  and  impofe 
ppon  their  Reader :  or,  the  more  they  hope 
to  eftablifli  the  Do&or’s  Pretence  of  fupc- 
rior  Learning  and  Knowledge  in  his  Pro- 
feffiom  32  To 
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To  return  from  this  Digreffion  5  we  are 
told,  that  Dr.  le  Clerc  acknowledges  mod 
of  the  Errors  alledged  againft  him  ;  and  that, 
as  far  as  I  can  obferve,  becaufe  he  confefies 
his  Miftake  about  the  times,  wherein  Ori - 
bafius ,  A'etius,  &c.  lived  $  which  is  a  very 
unjuft  and  an  unfair  manner  of  arguing. 
Where  is  the  Crime  in  owning  his  falling 
into  the  mentioned  Error  ?  or  in  his  being 
milled  by  the  Authority  of  the  learned  Re¬ 
ne  Moreau  ?  On  the  other  hand,  we  find 

?  ?*  ,  .  .  *  '  '  ■  -  »'*  ,  .  v. 

Dr.  Freind  alluring  us,  that  he  never  can 
be  deceived :  becaufe  he  never  trufts  any 
thing  to  the  moft  learned  Hiftorian  j  yet  he 
has  only  been  more  happy  in  taking  his  ac¬ 
count  of  the  mentioned  Author’s  <^yEra 
from  Fabricius,  than  Dr.  le  Clerc  was  from 
Moreau :  had  the  Do&or  been  as  ingenuous 
as  le  Clerc  5  and  had  he  not  introduced  this 
piece  of  Hiftory,  with  all  the  Hiftorians, 
even  the  be  ft  of  them,  given  a  very  confufed 
account  oj  the  Age  wherein  thefe  Writers 
lived  i  and  are  fo  carelefs  as  to  be  very  well 
contented,  if  they  were  within  a  hundred , 
or  two  hundred  years  of  their  due  time , 
he  had  not  brought  upon  himfelf  an  Im¬ 
putation  of  Plagiarifm  $  when  he  under- 
4  '  takes 
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takes  to  fettle  this  zyEra  in  a  very  few 
Words.  :il 

The  Difcovery  is  far  from  being  reftored 
to  Dr.  Freind,  by  what  is  urged  in  the  Let¬ 
ter  :  that  the  Doftor  had  writ  all  the  mate, 
rial  parts  which  relate  to  Oriba/ius ,  &c.  be¬ 
fore  he  had  ever  feen  the  twelfth  Volume  of 
Fabricius  :  for  le  Clerc  affirms  that  the  *Phy - 
fick-Hiftorian  had  made  up  his  account  from 
the  eighth  and  twelfth  Volume  of  Fdbri - 
cius's  Bibliotheca,  and  the  linking  one  half 
of  the  Evidence  as  an  unfair  way  of  pro- 
ceeding  in  any  Caufe.  This  kind  of  Ar¬ 
gument  is  fo  foul,  that  we  may  juftly  doubt 
whether  Dr.  Freind  had  not  conlidered  both 
the  mentioned  Volumes,  before  he  began 
any  part  of  his  Hijlory . 

The  Author  of  the  Letter  is  apprifed  of 
the  Confequencc  of  Dr.  Freind’s  pretending 
to  be  the  firft,  who  fixed  the  Times  of  Or/- 
bajius,  &c.  and  therefore  gives  us  a  Notion 
of  his  own  of  a  ^Plagiary ,  that  the  ftile  of 
a  Plagiary  is  never  equal,  and  uniform  ;  but 
like  their  patch'd  up  Work  is  always  unequal: 
But  this  Notion  is  very  particular,  and  may 
be  cut  out  for  themfelves ;  whereas  a  Pla* 
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giary,  among  the  Learned,  is  a  Thief;  who 
pilfers  the  Works  of  learned  Men,  and 
paffes  them  off  in  the  World  for  their  own, 
in  whatever  ftile  it  may  be  delivered.  Let 
a  Plagiary,  then,  collect  ever  fo  much  like 
a  Bee ,  he  is  ftill  a  Pilferer  of  Authors ;  and 
he  is  the  more  infufferable  that  he  upbraids 
the  Authors  he  is  ftealing  from.  I  wifh 
Dr.  Freind  had,  oftner,  given  us  the  Words 
of  Authors,  than  his  own ,  when  he  wrote 
his  Hiftory  of  Phyfick :  for  thus  we  fhould 
have  feen  their  Senfe  and  Opinion  of  Things, 
and  not  the  Do&or’s,  who  often  mifleads  us, 
and  too  commonly  with  aDefign. 

But  the  Letter-writer  is  pleafed,  in  the 
next  place,  to  carry  us  from  the  Niceties  of 
Chronology ,  into  the  Hiftory  of  Phyficians 
Difcoveries;  which  are  theTreafure  we  are 
to  expect  from  Hiftorians,  not  their  rounded 
Periods,  or  equal  Stile,  but  good  Senfe,  that 
may  add  to  our  Knowledge:  and,  indeed, 
the  want  of  this  renders  any  Hiftory,  how¬ 
ever  excellent  its  Stile  may  poffibly  he,  lit¬ 
tle  better  than  wafte  Paper. 

The  firft  Attack  upon  Dr.  le  Clerc ,  is  for 
affirming  that  Oribaftus  and  A'etius  com 
it  .  tain 

/_%  *  Vi 
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tain  every  thing  that  is  efiential  in  the 
Theory  and  FraSlice  of  5 Phyfick  j  particularly 
in  Anatomy ,  and  Surgery :  But  as  this  Charge 
is  dwindled  into  nothing  in  the  Letter ,  by 
not  comprehending  both  the  mentioned 
Authors,  in  the  Affirmation  j  fo  the  Vic¬ 
tory  is  left  to  Dr.  le  Clerc .  Aetius,  fays 
the  Letter-writer,  omits  Anatomy  $  and  what 
is  purely  chirurgical  in  him ,  is  fcattered  eon* 
fufedly  here  and  there ,  and  is  imperfetl  as 
well  as  immethodical .  But  if  Oribafius  was 
an  excellent  Anatomifl ,  and  a  Difcoverer 
in  Anatomy,  as  Freind ,  erroneoufly,  affirms ; 
and  Aetius  equal  to  Faulus ,  on  many  things 
of  Surgery :  in  that  cafe,  Dr.  le  Clerc  may 
have  affirmed  what  is  true  of  both  thefe  Au¬ 
thors  conjun&iy.  f  A'et ius,Dr. Freind  affures 
us,  was  a  Fratiitioner  in  Surgery  ——par¬ 
ticularly,  he  is  as  full ,  in  cafes  of  the  Eyes , 
^jCelfus.  Nay  farther  5  that  *  in  his  chi¬ 
rurgical  Tieces  there  are  many  things  worth 
taking  notice  of,  — which  are  even  omitted 
by  Paulus  j  the  moft  confiderable  of  any  of 
the  Surgeons  in  the  Do&ot’s  opinion.  In¬ 
deed,  an  Author  fhould  at  leaf  condefcend 
to  be  confident  with  himfelf  in  the  Judgment 
of  the  Letter-writer ,  and  let  him  ufe  what 

f  Hift.  Vol.  1  >  pag.  14-  *  Pag.  33, 
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Freedoms  he  pleafes  with  his  A dv  erf ary,  he 
fhould  {in  my  humble  opinion)  pay  that  piece 
of  Complaifance  to  his  own  Char  alter  as  not 
to  give  himfelf  the  Lye. 

At  this  time  Dr.  Freind  is  charged  with  a 
grammatical  Error,  in  Orthography,  for  mif- 
fpelling  A'etius  with  eyE  $  a  Charge  heavy 
enough  on  a  Declaimer.  The  Anfwer  of 
fome  Authors  writing  the  Ifland  A'eria ,  in 
the  like  manner,  is  a  forced  giving  up  the 
Charge,  and  a  pleading  guilty. 

But  the  next  Error,  to  be  acknowledged, 
mull  ftick  harder  upon  the  Pride  and  Infal¬ 
libility  of  the  Do&or ;  it  equally  ftriking 
at  his  Reading,  and  his  diftinguilhing  Dif- 
eafes.  The  Cafe  is  of  the  Worms  Vena 
Medinenfis ,  and  Ajfeltio  Bovina  5  which  are 
thought  the  fame  by  Freind ,  and  the  firft 
mention  of  this  Difeafe  to  be  made,  by  the 
Arabian  Phyficians  :  whereas,  the  laft  is 
only  mentioned  in  the  Flan,  and  the  firft 
is  related  in  the  Hiftory  of  the  Greek  Phy¬ 
ficians,  from  Hippocrates  ending  with  Ga¬ 
len .  Hitherto,  then,  Dr.  Freind  is  before¬ 
hand  with  Dr.  le  Clerc  in  Errors  $  but  very 
Ihort  of  him  in  confefiing  them. 


How- 
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However  mortifying  this  laft  Article  mufc 
prove  to  a  Perfon  of  high  Pretences  5  we 
find  this  Author  quickly  recolle&s  himfclf? 
and  returns  as  briskly  to  the  Charge,  on  the 
cafe  of  Rhubarb,  as  if  he  never  had  been  foil'd- 
I  need  not  tell  you ,  Sir,  (as  we  find  in  the 
Letter)  that  ‘Dr.  Freind,  in  his  Hiflory  of 
Thyfick,  corrected  the  Error  not  only  of 
<Dr.  le  Clerc,  but  every  other  Writer ,  with 
whom  lam  acquainted,  on  that  Subject, gave 
to  the  Arabians  the  honour  of  firft  mention¬ 
ing  Rhubarb .  — -  In  this ,  as  indeed  in  all 
other  parts  of  his  Hiflory,  the  HoBor  has 
been  very  accurate . 

After  all  this  Oftentation,  there  feems  to 
be  greater  Confufion  than  ordinary  between 
the  contending  Parties  5  Do&or  le  Clerc  no 
where  denying  the  Rheum  or  Rhubarb  of 
the  Greeks ;  but  infilling  only  that  this  is  not 
the  true  Rheubarb ,  or  Rheubarbarum  of  the 
Arabians .  Moreover,  that  neither  the  Greeks 
nor  Arabians ,  before  Mefue ,  knew  any  thing 
of  the  purging  quality  of  this  Drug.  Doflor 
Freind  fays  little  in  oppofition  to  what  le 
Clerc  affirms:  The  Letter,  indeed,  calls  this 
Obfervation  of  China- Rheubarb  of  the  Ara- 
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bians ,  a  mojl  excellent  Conceit ;  and  thus  pro¬ 
ceeds,  Is  he  (le  Clerc)  fure  there  was  no 
other  good  Rheubarb  in  the  World  7  Or  [up - 
pofe  it  was  not  fo  good  in  its  kind ,  will  that 
exclude  it  from  being  true  Rheubarb  ?  It  is 
then  incumbent  on  Dr.  Freind  to  prove,  that 
there  is  true,  purging,  Rhubarb  ;  befides  that 
which  is  brought  from  China .  Every  body 
knows  the  different  Species  of  Rhubarb  $  and 
that  few  of  them  are  endued  with  the  Power 
of  purging :  but  thefe  are  not  in  the  Que- 
fiion.  i 

On  the  other  hand,  Dr.  le  Clerc  fliould 
do  a  manifeft  Injury  to  the  Greeks ,  perhaps; 
but  furely  to  all  the  Arabians ,  that  precede 
Mefue ,  if  they  are  not  fuppofed  to  know 
Rhubarb ,  becaufe  they  were  not  fo  well  ap- 
prifed  of  its  Virtues .  But  a  farther  Deter¬ 
mination  of  the  true  Rhubarb  I  leave  to  the 
contending  Phyftcians.  This  I  may  fay, 
that  we  are,  at  prefent,  in  great  want  of  a 
purging  Rhubarb  3  while  we  are  deprived 
of  that  from  China .  Doftor  Freind  fhould, 
once,  do  fomething  ufeful  to  the  World; 
if  he  would  difeover  the  Rhubarb  of  the 
Greeks ;  that  is  but  a  little  weaker  than  that 
of  the  Arabians . 
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The  Dottor  falls  into  another  Miftake,  in 
his  Claim  for  the  Greek  Phyficians ;  by  put¬ 
ting  it  too  low,  and  in  taking  it  from  Com¬ 
pilers.  *  Galen  recommends  Rhubarb  a- 
gainft  all  Bleedings ,  the  Bloody-Flux ,  and 
the  Caliac-Affeffiom  and  the  Phyficians, 
in  many  fucceeding  Ages,  fay  no  more  of 
it.  And  therefore  if  the  T),offor  has  not 
been  more  accurate  in  other  parts  of  his  Hif- 
tory,  than  in  this,  he  muft  fall  fhort  of  all 
the  Applaufe  he  tells  us  he  deferves. 

It  is  not  eafy  to  guefs,  why  Dr.  Freind  is 
commonly  unhappy  when  he  deals  with 
Galen  $  and  why  he  would  not  rather  take 
this  Obfervation  from  that  excellent  Au~ 
thor,  than  from  FauluSy  who  probably  takes 
it  from  the  former  5  if  it  is  not  my  quoting 
this  very  Obfervation  in  my  Book  of  Fluxes 
long  before  theHiftory  of  Phyfick  appeared. 
I  cannot  go  fo  low  for  an  Anfwer  to  thefe 
Doubts,  as  the  Words  in  the  Letter  con¬ 
cerning  Monfieur  le  Clerc .  As  I  would  fain 
imagine  him ,  a  Gentleman  and  a  Scholar ,  1 
would  as  fain  attribute  his  Unfairnefs  to  the 
not  reflettingy  how  much  below  both  Charac - 

*  De  Medic,  frnip.  fac.  Lib.  8. 
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ters  his  manner  of  writing  would  appear. 
I  rather  leave  the  Do&or  to  fettle  them, 
when  he  is  farther  to  confider  his  Difco- 
ve’ries  about  Rhubarb. 

/  \ 

But  the  farther  our  Hiftorian  proceeds  in 
the  material,  ufeful,  and  neceffary  Branches 
of  his  Profeffion,  the  more  he  wanders  from 
the  Argument  5  and  expofes  his  own  Weak- 
nefs :  for  while  he  pleads  for  Rhazes  firft 
making  ufe  of  chymicai  Medicines,  the 
Blejfed  Oyl ,  and  the  Oyl  of  Eggs  are  his 
Vouchers:  the  firft,  no  doubt,  a  chymicai 
Preparation,  but  not  invented  by  Rhafes . 
The  fecond,  a  mere  Oyl  made  by  Expreflion, 
no  chymicai  Preparation  at  all :  The  reafon 
of  our  Hiftorian  s  Miftake,  is  its  being  made 
by  the  help  of  Firr,  in  frying  the  Eggs . 
Rhafes  does  not  pretend  firft  to  have  made 
this  kind  of  Oyl,  and  Serapion  (as  le  Clerc 
obferves)  gives  the  Method  of  making  it 
before  Rhafes . 

Dr,  le  Clerc ,  then,  will  readily  confefs, 
that  there  was  a  chymicai  Oyl  in  Rhafes’s 
time 5  as  on  the  other  hand.  Dr.  Freind muft 
acknowledge,  that  the  Oyl  of  Eggs ,  de¬ 
ferred  by  Rhafes 7  is  not  a  chymicai  Pre¬ 
paration  ; 
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paration :  confequently  it  is  not  a  proof  of 
chyir'cal  Medicines  being  known  at  that 
time.  Rhafes  is  fo  far  from  afTuming  to 
himfelf  the  Invention  of  the  Oleum  Bene- 
diblum-,  that  he  tells  us,  *that  it  was  kept 
among  the  Secrets  of  the  Philofophers:  from 
whence,  probably,  it  was  called  Oleum 
Philo fophorum . 

Dr.  Freind  does  not  part  with  his  Errors 
eafily  $  for  (in  the  Letter)  we  are  told, 
^  that  the  great  Obje&ion  againft  the  Oyl  of 
Eggs ,  is  its  being  a  fimple  Procefs :  which 
Affirmation  is  very  falfe  ;  the  Objection  truly, 
being  againft  its  being  any  manner  of  Procefs  7 
or  chymical  Preparation,  as  that  Wor &Pro- 
cefs  is  commonly  underftood  :  but  merely 
an  Oyl  by  Expreffion ,  which  is  altogether 
different  from  a  chymical  Oyl,  as  every  Apo¬ 
thecary's  Apprentice  knows. 

..  In  the  fame  Letter,  another  evading  Ar¬ 
gument  is  produced,  that  the  Oyl  of  Eggs 
was  equally  known  to  both  the  Phyficians , 
Rhafes  and  Avicenna.  What  then  ?  is  an 
Oyl  of  Eggs  by  Expreffion  a  chymical  Oyl, 
beezute  Avicenna  knew  it  >  No:  but  there 

was 
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was  a  chymical  Oyl  of  Eggs  defcribed  by 
Avicenna ,  which  Rhafes  did  not  know; 
which  Example  proves  only,  that  Avicenna 
knew  more  than  Rhafes  j  and  that  xfozAu- 
thor  of  the  Letter  is  a  very  qnjbling,  un- 
candid,  Adverfary. 

If  any  Sincerity  may  be  fnppofed  to  re¬ 
main  with  the  Letter. writer  5  we  find  he 
does  not  underftand  the  Difference  between 
a  chymical  and  galenical  Medicine :  foi\he 
feems  to  believe;  that  every  Medicine,  that 
is  mentioned  in  a  Book  of  Chymiftry,  is  a 
chymical  Medicine.  Thus,  an  Oyl  of  Nut - 
megs ,  and  of  Mace>  both  made  by  Expref- 
fion,  may  be  found  in  Lemerfs  Book  of 
Chymiftry .  A  wretched  Error,  and  eafily 
difcovered  if  he  writes  to  an  Apothecary, 
for  either  of  thefe  Oyls,  alone,  and  not 
mixed  with  any  other  thing,  that  may  de¬ 
termine  the  fort.  But  had  thefe  Gentle¬ 
men  (if  two  there  be)  confulted  their  Au¬ 
thor,  they  had  there  found  other  Oyls  made 
by  Expreflion  5  and  without  any  Eire  to 
miflead  them  :  as  the  Oyls  of  Anifeed,  Fil- 
birds ,  Almonds ,  Toppies ,  &c.  yet  thefe  are 
not  the  more  chymical  Oyls,  that  they  are 
found  in  Lcmer/s  Chymiftry.  Nothing  is 

more 
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more  grofs  than  this  Pretence.  It  is  plain, 
then,  that  the  Defence  is  a  pure  Trick,  and 
Impofition;  and  th zHiflory  of  Bhyfick  was 
altogether  defigned  to  impofe  upon  Men, 
and  not  to  inftru£t  Phyficians. 

What  has  been  faid  of  Oyl  of  Bricks ,  is 
equally  true  of  Quickfilver  lulled  and  fub- 
limed}  that  it  was  a  chymical  Preparation, 
but  fo  well  known,  in  the  time  of  Rhafes , 
that  it  feems  to  have  been  invented  long 
before  him:  becaufe  he  prefcribes  Reme¬ 
dies  againft  its  Injuries,  which  were  more 
common,  and  better  known,  than  if  it  had 
been  lately  tried.  But  as  this  Account  from 
Rhafes  muft  be  admitted,  becaufe  Sublima - 
tion  is  a  chymical  Operation  j  fo,  on  the 
other  hand,  we  may  wonder  why  the  fame 
Operation,  and  cDiflilling  fliould  not  have 
the  fame  meaning  in  Avicenna  \  not  with- 
Handing  that  we  find  more  Preparations  of 
that  kind  in  the  lad,  than  in  Rhafes.  Avi¬ 
cenna  propofes  to  cure  brackifh,  and  other 
unwholefome  Waters  by  'Di filling :  He  fpeaks 
of  making  Rofe-water  by  Diddling,  and 
not  only  tells  us  that  this  W ater  is  a  great 
Cordial ,  but  even  kept  it  a  Secret .  And 
therefore  if  Dr.  Freind  had  any  degree  of 

the 
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the  Candor,  in  admitting  fublimate  Met 
cury  to  be  a  chymical  Preparation  5  he  mud 
far  rather  confefs,  that  Avicenna  purify’d 
common  Water  by  cDiftillationy  and  fublim - 
edy  or  diflilledy  a  Water  from  Rofes :  which 
is  the  firft  diftill’d  Water,  ever  mentioned. 
Befides;  it  was  a  Cordial,  and  is  ufeful  in 
Faintingy  which  no  Preparation  of  Rofes 
was  before  noted  for  ;  yet  this  Quality  Phy- 
ficians  found  true  by  their  own  Experience, 
and  Dr.  Freind  confirms  in  the  cafe  of  the 
Emperor  Alexius . 

However  plain  this  Account  is;  yet  A- 
vicenna  muft  not  be  allowed  to  know  Rofe - 
watery  becaufe  he  does  not  inftruft  us  in 
the  manner  of  making  it.  Befides ;  Phy- 
ficians  mifunderftand  him,  becaufe  a  2)^- 
coElion  of  a  Plant  is  fometimes  called  its 
Water:  as  a  ‘DecoElion  of  Barley  is  called 
Barley-water . 

And  firft;  it  is  no  manner  of  proof  of 
Avicenna's  not  knowing  Rofe-water, becaufe 
he  does  not  teach  us  the  manner  of  making 
it  i  for  firft,  it  was  a  Secret  for  above  a 
hundred  Years :  and  Dr.  Freind  deliberately 
mifleads  us,  when  he  affirms  that  Mefue 

was 
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was  the  Inventor,  becaufe  he  gives  us  the 
method  of  preparing  Rofe -water :  whereas 
Mefue,  fpeaking  of  the  Virtues  of  Rofesy 
and  of  fome  Medicines  prepared  from  them, 
informs  us  that  j  Water ,  wherein  Rofes  have 
been  infufed ,  is  detergent  s  but  Water  dif 
tilled  from  Rofes  is  Jlrengthning ;  or  is  a 
Cordial.  Here  is  nothing  of  the  manner  of 
making  Rofe  water ,  as  the  'Doff  or  allured 
us  there  was. 

But  the  Falfenefs  of  this  kind  of  Argu¬ 
ment  farther  appears,  from  the  daily  cuftom 
of  Phyficians  $  who  do  not  give  the  manner 
of  making  any  Preparation  they  prefcribe, 
or  every  time  they  mention  its  Virtues. 
We  do  not  find,  for  In  fiance,  the  manner 
of  making  R  hi  Ionium  Romanum ,  or  Tinffura 
Sacra ,  in  Freind’s  Bills ,  no  more  than  of 
the  way  of  making  Rofe-water  in  Avicenna : 
we  ought  not  then  to  conclude,  that  Dr. 
Freind  does  not  know  the  manner  of  mak¬ 
ing  Rhilonium ,  tho’  he  did  not  know,  that 
it  had  long  been  kept  a  Secret  5  and  far  lefs, 
that  Avicenna  did  not  know  the  manner  of 
preparing  Rofe-water, 

+  De  fimplic*  fol.  34-  pag.  Ult. 
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As  to  the  ufe  of  Aqua  Hordei ,  and  T)e- 
cotium  Hordei  $  that  Ambiguity  is  fo  fmall, 
that  I  never  yet  heard  of  any  Confufion  00 
cafioned  thereby.  Befides;  the  Cordial  Qua¬ 
lity  of  Rofe-watery  never  attributed  to  the 
2 ')eco£tion  of  Rojes ,  is  more  than  fufficient 
to  determine  the  Senfe  in  the  prefent  cafe. 

But  to  profecute  this  Argument  farther 
than  is  neceffary  5  we  muft  ftill  hear  Dr. 
Freind's  Defender,  tho’  that  be  to  hear  more 
trifling  only,  and  fome  voluntary  Falfifica- 
tions.  And  firft,  this  Rofe-water  muft  be 
only  a  cDeco£tion ;  becaufe  Rlempius  tran- 
flates  it  Aqua ,  and  Succus  Rofarum .  Here 
indeed  is  no  manner  of  Ambiguity ;  and 
what  Tranflation,  or  what  Ufe,  ever  ren¬ 
der'd  Succus  a  'DecoElion?  So  foolifh  is  this 
\ Defender ,  or  what  Fools  does  he  fuppofe 
his  Readers  to  be>  Yet  in  the  Profecution 
of  this  Argument  the  Defender  proves  him- 
felf  more  Knave  than  Fool. 

For  we  are  told  that  Mefue  calls  Rofe- 
water  Aqua  infuftonis  Rofarum  s  then  the 
fetter-writer  artfully  divides  the  Sen¬ 
tence  fo,  that  the  Parts  of  it  do  not  meet 

again 
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again  in  two  Pages.  The  firft  is  altogether 
falfe,  and  the  Separation  a  Trick .  Thefe 
are  the  Words  of  Mefue  $  Aqua  cut  infufe 
funt  Rofa,  mundum  facit,  terget ,  purgat  * 
per  Sublimationem  vero,  faffa,  multum  robo - 
rat ,  &c.  The  firft  part  of  this  Sentence  is 
falfified,  merely  for  the  benefit  of  the  Word 
Aqua,  and  thereby  to  work  in  a  Water  of 
the  Infufion  of  Rofes :  and  this  Water  is  of 
great  ufe  in  the  Forgery  for  thus  it  is  patted 
for  the  Rofe-water  of  the  Arabians  s  and 
next  it  is  cold,  and  cures  a  Syncope  like 
common  cold  Water.  Who  muft  not  ap¬ 
plaud  the  Wit  of  our  Author,  even  when 
he  deftroys  the  Words  of  Mefue  $  who 
teaches  us  to  make  a  Tintture  of  Rofes,  that 
is  detergent  ? 

The  Letter  is  not  fo  happy  in  the  Cor¬ 
ruption  of  the  latter  part  of  the  Sentence, 
after  it  is  parted  from  the  firft :  for  the  dif 
tilled  Rofe-water  is  only  mentioned  $  with¬ 
out  the  leaft  Hint  about  making  it :  which 
Dr.  Freind  affirmed,  was  done.  The  De¬ 
fender,  indeed,  has  puzzled  the  Caufe ;  and 
thus  gives  a  greater  Handle  for  wrangling 
than  before.  The  Equivocation,  formerly, 
turned  upon  Water ,  and Decoffion  >  but  our 
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ingenious  Author,  adds  Juice,  and  Tincture } 
either  of  them  will  admit  of  great  Changes, 
as  a  witty  Hiftorian  will  employ  them. 

There  is  Juftice  due  to  the  Grace ,  as  well 
as  the  Wit ,  of  our  Author;  who,  on  this 
Occafion,  beyond  his  Cuftom,  feems  to  be 
under  Confufion  and  Shame  :  for,  after  ail 
his  Labour,  he  cannot  avoid  asking  Quarter 
of  his  Antagonift ;  If  the  Writer  will  not 
allow ,  that  Mefue  here  / peaks  of  the  manner 
of  making  it  {Rope-water)  by  Chymijlry ,  the 
Ho  El  or  will  be  fatisf/d }  if  it  be  allowed , 
that  he  mentions,  at  all  the  diflill'd  Rofe - 

water .  This  Petition  is  granted :  for  Me- 

% 

fue  mentions  nothing  betides  Rofe-water 
diflilledj  becaufe  he  knows  not  any  other; 
but  Freind  undertook  to  fihew  how  this 
Rofe-water  was  diilillcd,  and  that  fromAfc- 
fue-,  which  Promife  is  not  performed. 

i'  -a  -  .  >  .  ■  '  *  * ' 

It  may  be  needlefs  to  ohfervc,that  as  Rofe- 
water  was  efteemed  a  generous  Cordial  by 
all  Authors,  after  Avicenna  5  fo  the  mak¬ 
ing  life  of  it,  in  Cafes  of  a  Syncope ,  is  a 
con  lid  crabl  e  Proof  of  this  new  Preparation 
of  Rofes  having  other  Qualities  than  any 
other?  as  Mefue  exprefly  obferves :  which 

cordial 
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cordial  Quality  render’d  it  ufeful  in  the  Prc- 
fcription  of  Avicenna ;  and  in  the  very  Cafe 
of  the  Emperor  Alexius ,  mentioned  in  the 
Hiftory  of  Fhyjick  ;  which  Cafes  the  Letter- 
Author  would  reprefent  to  be  very  different : 
but  it  is  very  plain,  that  he  has  not  any  No¬ 
tion  of  the  Difeafej  for  he  feems  to  frame 
to  himfelf  as  different  Species  of  a  Syncope , 
as  are  the  different  Adminiftrations  for  cu¬ 
ring  it. 

r  ^ 

But  as  a  Syncope ,  however  it  may  be  oc- 
cafioned  from  Fear  or  Evacuations ,  &c. 
is  a  Failing  in  the  Spirits  $  whereby  the 
Heart  is  more  immediately  affe&ed :  So 
the  Indication  of  curing  it,  is  by  relieving 
the  Spirits  themfelves ;  or  by  giving  of  Cor¬ 
dials ,  fuch  as  Roje-water  is  fuppofed  to  be. 
We  muft  then  conclude,  that  there  are  not 
different  Species  of  a  Syncope  $  becaufe  we 
often  find  People,  in  that  Condition,  are 
brought  up  by  fprinkling  cold  Water  on  their 
Faces ,  or  by  drinking  it :  and  as  this  is  the 
readied  Remedy,  fo  it  is  mod  commonly 
made  ufe  of  in  this  kind,  even  when  it  a- 
rifes  from  an  over-Evacuation  by  Bleeding, , 
&c.  I  fhould  delire  this  Author  to  explain 
the  different  Methods  of  Relief?  but  that  I 

find 
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find  him  not  to  have  any  Genius  to  Truth, 
or  Knowledge.  Indeed,  he  has  Shewn  To 
much  Ignorance  in  the  Cafe  of  a  Syncope , 
that  I  fhould  rather  fufped  his  ‘Purging  and 
Bleeding  for  the  curing  it,  than  of  his  giv¬ 
ing  a  Cordial $  except,  perhaps,  in  fuch  a 
Cafe  as  that  of  Alexius ;  and  even  then 
his  Notion  of  the  Difeafe  is  wrong,  tho* 
the  Pradice  fhould  prove  right  5  becaufe 
the  disappearing  of  an  Eruption  does  not 
denote  the  Caufe  of  the  Syncope,  but  is 
the  EffeEl  only.  But  this  general  Observa¬ 
tion  I  would  recommend  to  our  Author, 
for  the  good  of  Mankind,  and  to  prevent 
farther  Effufion  of  Blood. 

However  j  it  is  evident,  that  Avicenna 
firft  mentions  dijlill'd  Rofe water  >  which  is 
the  Queftion  under  Confideration :  and  as 
the  Author  of  the  Letter  is  wilfully  guilty 
of  this  unfair  Quotation,  he  deferves  (to  ufe 
his  own  Words)  to  be  clafs*d  amongfi  the 
mojl  mercenary  Pens.  Avicenna  bears  a 
better  Charader  with  Mr.  Savilly  the  bene¬ 
ficent  Founder  of  the  Profeffion  of  Aftro - 
no  my,  and  Geometry ,  in  Oxford ,  than  is 
here  allowed  him  by  thefe  half-bred  Oxford 
Scholars:  for  we  find,  in  his  Second  Lee - 
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ture  upon  Euclid,  that  he  thought  him  fu- 
perior  to  Galen .  Avicenna  formed  the  Art, 
whereas  Galen  wrote  occafionally ,  and  with¬ 
out  Order >  upon  fundry  SttbjeAs,  as  they 
offered . 

I  am  heartily  tired  in  going  thro*  the  Mif- 
reprefentations,  falfe  Quotations,  and  Blun¬ 
ders  of  Dr.  Freind,  and  his  Defender  5  and 
I  fhould  willingly  leave  Dr.  le  Clerc  to  the 
Judgment  of  any  common  Reader,  who 
will  eafily  difcover  5  that  neither  Aqua¬ 
rius  was  converfant  with  the  Arabian  Phy- 
fick,  nor  Dr.  Freind  with  French ,  or  Tkar- 
macy :  but  as  this  Author  has  taken  an  un¬ 
expected  turn  about  a  Noftrum ,  Aquarius 
believes  belong’d  to  Hippocrates  $  which 
Noftrum ,  or  the  Crown ,  that  is  faid  to  have 
attended  it,  have  turned  the  DoCtor  from 
his  former  general  Afiertion,  of  every  one 
being  a  Quack  that  had  a  fecret  Medicine, 
and  of  every  Prefcription  confuting  of  ma¬ 
ny  Simples  for  its  Compofition  being  a 
Quack  Bill ,  and  the  Medicine  itfelf  a  Quack 
Medicine :  and,  1  hope ,  there  is  no  Quac- 
kers  in  the  Reformation. 


Aquarius , 
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r  •  Affuarius,  after  fixteen  hundred  years 
dead  Silence,  affirms ;  that  Hippocrates  had 
a  fecret  Medicine,  wherewith  he  cured  the 
‘Plague  i  and  that,  for  this  Service,  he  re¬ 
ceived  a  Crown  $  and  Dr.  Freind  fhews  us 
how  well  he  can  maintain  contrary  Pofi- 
tions,  in  fupporting  this  Fable  of  ABuarius: 
for,  in  time,  he  may  expect  a  Coronet  for 
fome  imaginary  Cures  by  fome  Secret . 

f  n  f  +  ‘  '  :  *** 

Dr.  le  Clerc  had  expofed,  in  his  Plan ,  this 
fabulous  Pretence  of  Attuarius,  and  gives 
no  Credit  to  the  Reward  of  a  civick  Crown : 
the  laft  he  calls  a  very  Tale ,  and  the  firft  he 
thinks  inconfiftent  for  Hippocrates  to  father 
a  Medicine  fo  compounded,  beyond  his 
Cuflom,  or  the  Knowledge  of  his  Times : 
cfpecialiy,  that  this  Secret  was  not  heard  of 
in  fixteen  hundred  years. 

Both  thefe  Arguments  feem  to  be  very 
prefling  and  conclufive  5  but  Dr.  Freind  ve¬ 
hemently  oppofes  le  Clerc  with  very  little 
reafon :  and  we  muff  go  to  his  Second  for 
clearing  up  this  long  and  dark  time  of  ab¬ 
le  hue  Silence.  For  as  to  the  Objection y 
lays  the  Tetter ,  that  no  other  Author  men - 

tiom 


[  xxxiii  ] 

tions  this  Antidote  as  compos'd  by  Hippo¬ 
crates,  it  is  by  no  means  a  proof,  that  Aqu¬ 
arius  forg'd  it,  or  even  that  it  was  not  ufed 
by  Hippocrates  himfelf  For  at  this  rate  of 
arguing ,  one  might  fay ,  the  Compofition  we 
now  have  of  the  Mithridate  is  not  genuine 
becaufe  Cel fus  does  not  defcribe  it. 

The  Author  of  the  Letter  fairly  gives  up 
theQueftion  in  the  firft  Argument ;  wherein 
he  grants  that  AEiuarius  is  the  firft  Perfon 
who  mentions  this  Secret  Antidote  ;  and 
the  fecond  Argument  is  no  Proof  nor  Sup-? 
port  of  the  former;  becaufe  we  have  the 
Mithridate  defcribed  by  Celfus,  and  nothing 
of  Hippocrates's  Antidote  before  Actuarius, 
who  lived  fixtecn  hundred  years  after  him. 
Befides;  this  Argument  could  not  prove 
any  thing,  if  we  had  never  heard  of  Mi¬ 
thridate  before  Galen ;  for  the  Receipt  might 
very  well  have  been  preferved  for  fo  fmall 
a  time,  and  when  there  were  very  few  Phy. 
ficians  that  wrote  between  the  times  of  Cel - 
fus  and  Galen :  whereas  this  is  a  mere  Fable, 
opening  a  door  to  any  Pretender  to  an  an¬ 
cient  Secret , 
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When  Dr.  le  Clerc  peremptorily  demands, 
how  Aquarius  came  by  this  Receipt ,  after 
its  being  unknown  for  fo  many  Centuries  5 
y#  that  no  Author  mentions  it ;  the  Letter- 
writer  >  wretched  Creature,  is  at  laft  forced 
to  take  Shelter  in  a  May-be .  Might  not 
fever al  of  thefe  Authors ,  which  are  now 
loft  to  us,  have  infertedit  into  their  IVorks  ? 
This  Argument  equally  proves  the  Antiquity 
of  the  Alcoran ,  as  of  Dr.  Freind’s  Noftrum . 
Had  any  fuch  Books  exifted,  fo  late  as  Ac- 
tuarius ,  we  fhould,  more  than  probably, 
had  a  better  account  of  them.  The  Rela¬ 
tion  then  of  the  Secret  of  Hippocrates  is  very 
idle,  and  very  abfurd. 

A  e  this,  infills  the  Letter,  gives  us  an  ac¬ 
count  of  a  great  many  Comp oftt ions  of  the  An- 
tients.  Is  therefore  every  idle  Story  that 
may  be  found  in  every  Book  true )  A'etius 
either  gives  us  memorable  Opinions  of  Phy- 
fvcians  near  his  own  time,  and  when  their 
Books  might  be  commonly  read,  or  elfe 
he  takes  them  from  Authors  of  Credit  and 
Integrity  :  whereas  the  Legend  of  a  Receipt 
is  trump’d  up  without  any  Foundation,  and 
after  a  long  Silence  of  fixteen  hundred  years. 

This 
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Thisexcellent  AmafTcr  of  Opinions,  and 
Prefcriptions,  did  not  chiefly  colled  from 
Galen ,  as  Freind  erroneoufly  affirms  5  and 
tho’  he  took  the  Receipt  of  the  Bhilonium 
from  him,  yet  he  is  more  obliged  to  Crito > 
a  Difciple  of  Acron  of  Agrigentum ,  than  to 
Galen  5  and  had  Dr.  Freind  taken  it  likewife 
from  him,  he  never  could  have  fallen  into 
the  Blunder  of  commending  ‘Philo's  No - 
firum ,  for  never  having  been  a  Secret .  We 
may  therefore  conclude,  that  this  pretended 
Secret  of  Hippocrates  is  a  very  Tale. 

But  as  Dr.  Freind  feems  now  difpofed  to 
change  his  former  Opinion,  about  fecret 
Medicines,  and  to  believe  with  learned 
Men,  that  Phyficians,  in  all  Ages,  had  theic 
Arcana  5  I  hope  he  will  hereafter  found  his 
Belief  upon  a  better  Bajis  than  this  glaring 
Romance  of  a  Civick  Crown.  Let  the  Doc¬ 
tor  be  perfuaded,  that  le  Clerc  fhould  have 
had  an  unanfwerable  Proof  againft  this  pre¬ 
tended  Secret  of  Hippocrates ;  if  ancient 
Phyficians  had  not  commonly  had  their  Se¬ 
crets  ;  and  as  no  body  has  with  equal  Ac¬ 
curacy  writ  the  Lives  of  the  ancient  Greek 
Phyficians, in  Freinds  Opinion, as  D  rde  Clerc  $ 
fo  he  muft  likewife  believe*  that  the  having 
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of  Secrets  was  very  common  among  learned 
Phyficians.  For  had  riot  the  Cuftom  been 
common,  Hippocrates  could  not  be  fup- 
pofed  to  have  had  an  Arcanum s  becaufe  no 
learned  Phyfician  ever  had  5  as  Dr.  Freind 
has  formerly  affirm'd. 

Dr.  Freind  has,  hitherto,  been  very  un¬ 
happy,  whatever  fide  of  the  Qpeftion  he  has 
undertaken  to  fupport :  His  prefent  Change 
proves  him  mightily  miftaken,  when  he  af¬ 
firmed,  that  the  Ancients  had  not  Arcana : 
more  5  when  he  commended  one  of  the 
beft  concealed  Secrets ,  for  its  never  having 
been  one.  At  laft  5  he  fets  up  for  a  No- 
Jlrum  upon  an  idle  Tale  he  finds  in  Aqu¬ 
arius :  but  in  the  former  Cafes  there  was 
never  a  Crown ;  and  the  Nojira ,  on  that 
account,  might  not  be  worth  contending 
for. 

This  fhort  Account  between  Dr.  Freind 
and  Dr.  le  Clerc ,  is  eafily  ballanced  $  whe¬ 
ther  we  confider  their  Errors ,  or  their  Rea* 
dine/s  to  acknowledge  them  :  The  pretend¬ 
ed  Perfection  of  all  Dr.  Freind’ s  Works  does 
not  prevent  his  extenuating  many  Errors, 
nor  his  cxprefs  Confefllon  of  fome^  no 

1  more 


£  xxxvii  ] 

more  than  his  affirming,  that  le  Cterc's  De¬ 
fender  acknowledges  moft  of  the  Errors  al- 
ledged  againft  that  Phyfician,  makes  the 
Charge  more  true.  Dr.  le  Clerc  cannot  be 
blamed  for  acknowledging  his  Miftake,  a- 
bout  the  Times  of  Oribajius ,  <&c.  and  that 
he  trufted  too  much  to  Rene  Moreau  for 
that  piece  of  Hiftory  :  nor  can  Dr,.  Freind 
be  commended  for  his  pretended  Infalli¬ 
bility,  by  never  milling  to  the  moft  learned 
Hiftorian;  while  he  takes  his  account  from 
Fabricius,  and  is  only  more  happy,  by  copy¬ 
ing  a  better  piece  of  Hiftory ,  than  le  Clerc 
had  from  Moreau .  But  the  former  State  of 
Eads  is  fo  manifefl,  that  it  is  needlefs  to 
compare  them  any  more :  I  (hall  therefore 
return  to  the  Letter,  and  (hew  how  well  he 
has  fupported  Dr.  Freind ,  againft  the  De¬ 
fence  of  another  Phyfician  in  the  Obferva - 
tions  on  Dr.  Freindr  Hiftory  of  Thyfick * 

Tho’  the  Charge  againft  this  Author  was 
very  grievous,  and  very  different  in  its  Na¬ 
ture,  from  any  Calumny  brought  againft: 
le  Clerc ;  yet  we  find  nothing  in  the  Letter- 
writer ,  but  delirous  Complaints  againft  the 
Obfervations,  for  the  want  of  Wit,  Man 1 
tiers ,  &c.  All  which  proves  Mr,  Baillie  to 
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have  been  in  fo  great  an  Anger,  as  to  have 
loft  his  Wit  5  and  that  his  Ravings  are  his 
beft  Anfwer.  A  Fhyfician  may  pra&ife  fuc- 
cefsfully  5  without  his  being  converfant  in 
chronological  Niceties,  or  his  knowing 
when  chymical  Medicines  were  firft  intro¬ 
duced  into  the  Pra&ice  of  Phyfick;  but  if 
any  Perfon  is  a  Quack,  or  an  Empirick,  (in 
Dr.  Freinds  Language,)  a  Tlagiary ,  or  a 
Madman :  Thefe  affett  the  Benefit  of  a  Pro- 
fellion,  and  the  Honour  of  the  Phyfician 
fo  much  •,  that  the  Slanderer  (hould  find  a 
Puniftiment  in  the  Law,  were  not  his  Ac- 
cufations  laid  out  of  the  letter  of  it  5  and 
thus  out  of  its  reach.  Yet  every  good  Man 
will  acknowledge,  that  the  Biafter  of  Repu¬ 
tations  is  not  the  more  innocent,  that  he 
meets  not  with  due  Corre&ion. 

Dr.  Freind,  according  to  his  Cuftom, 
affirms 5  that  every  Phyfician  is  a  Quack 
that  keeps  a  Medicine  fieerct ;  becaufe  the 
Antients,  nor  learned  Moderns,  'tis  pre¬ 
tended,  never  did. 

'  ^  *  t  •  \  Vf  \ 

In  the  Observations  we  find  the  natural 
Right  of  every  Phyfician,  in  keeping,  or  di¬ 
vulging,  his  Inventions  maintained;  as  alfo, 
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that  fome  of  the  moft  learned  Phyficians, 
ancient  and  modern,  had  always  their  Se¬ 
crets.  Our  Author  does  not  go  far  for  a 
Proof;  but  joins  iftue  with  Dr.  Freind  upon 
his  own  Authors,  and  proves  from  them,  that 
the  learned  Ancients  had  Secrets:  For  in¬ 
deed  the  Doctors  Arguments  are  very  fur- 
prifmg,  how  witty  foever  he  may  think 
them  :  Aetius,  fays  he,  collected  a  multi¬ 
tude  of  Receipts ;  particularly  thofe>  which 
had  been  much  celebrated  or  ufed  as  No - 
Jlrums .  Will  not  any  Reader  believe  that 
Aetius  gives  full  proof,  that  in  his  days,  or 
before  him,  there  was  never  a  Noflrum ,  or 
a  fecret  Medicine  ?  Aetius  we  find  affirms 
the  having  of  Secrets.  Freind ,  upon  the 
Authority  of  Aetius ,  concludes  the  An¬ 
cients  never  had  :  moft  irrefragable  Logick. 

As  it  is  now  agreed,  that  there  were  Se¬ 
crets  among  ancient  Phyficians^  fo  the  ‘De¬ 
fender  admits  of  the  Moderns  having  like- 
wife  Arcana  ;  thus  the  Learned  among  an¬ 
cient  and  modern  Phyficians  had  their  Se¬ 
crets,  and  were  Attacks :  great  Honours 
done  to  the  moft  ignorant  Dealers  in  hu¬ 
man  Fleffi,  who  fupport  by  their  Wit ,  what 
they  want  in  their  Learning.  But  the  true 
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Conclufion  is,  that  learned  Phyficians,  who 
invented  efficacious  Medicines,  concealed 
them  for  their  own  Ufe  or  Advantage,  if 
they  thought  fit :  and  I  muft  add,  very 
much  for  the  Good  of  Mankind,  and  the 
Honour  of  Phyfick. 

A'etius ,  indeed,  gives  an  account  of  thefe 
Secrets  openly,  and  not  in  the  manner  they 
had  been  con'cealed;  which  (hews,  that  Dr. 
Freind  knew  no  more  of  them,  than  as  he 
read  them  in  that  Author :  his  want  of  read¬ 
ing  milled  him  into  a  very  unwary  Obfer- 
vation,  that  A'etius  gives  thefe  Noftra  no 
Character  himfelf ,  nor  recommends  them 
from  his  own  Experience ,  as  he  does ,  very 
defervedly ,  the  Philonium ;  as  if  this  had 
never  been  a  Nojlrum.  The  'DoEtor ,  it  is 
evident,  did  not  know  that  Galen  firft  dif- 
covered  this  Secret  of  Fhilds ;  nor  that  le 
Clerc  gives  this  account,  in  his  accurate 
Hijtory  of  Fhyjick . 

As  the  Author  of  the  Letter  has  allowed, 
that  many  of  the  belt  Phyficians,  Rational 
as  well  as  Empiricks ,  Ancient  as  well  as 
Modern >  had  their  Arcana  s  fo  he  makes  no 
manner  of  Defence  of  his  Charge  of  Fla- 
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giarifm ,  in  ftealing  an  Oyntment  from  Fallo¬ 
pius:  and  thus  its  Inventor  being  acquit¬ 
ted  of  a  heavy  Crime,  he  was  malicioufly 
charged  with,  Freind' s  gentle  Readers  have 
leave  to  believe  5  that  an  ufeful  Oyntment 
was  invented  by  thePerfon,  injured  by  him- 
And  I  defire  every  body  to  believe,  that 
there  are  more  than  two  Receipts  in  the 
Book  of  the  Gonorrhoea  3  tho*  the  ^offor 
and  the  Servitores  have  thought  fit  tradi¬ 
tionally,  to  confine  them  to  that  fmall  num¬ 
ber. 

It  is,  indeed,  more  furprifing,  that  the 
witty  Letter-writer  had  nothing  to  offer, 

in  Vindication  of  the  Do&or’s  artful  cor- 

• 

rupting,  both  Avenzoar ,  and  Alchindus  3 
that  the  firft,  thro1  the  later,  might  afiift 
him  to  the  Calumny,  he  Hants  on  the  Fro- 
blem ,  for  determining  the cDofes  of  Furging 
and  Vomiting  Medicines.  Was  the  Falfifi- 
cation  fo  very  grofs,  that  a  mighty  Wit 
could  not  poflibly  wipe  it  off? 


Dr.  Freind's  advancing  Avenzoar ,  for  this 
pretended  Service,  among  the  number  of 
rational  Phyficians,  no  lefs  expofes  his  Va¬ 
nity,  than  his  Attempt  on  an  allowed  Dc- 

e  monftration, 


tnonftration,  whereby  the  ‘Dofes  of  the 
mentioned  Medicines  are  determined.  Did 
he  envy  the  Happinefs  of  Men  that  might 
now  fafely  take  Medicines,  which  had  com¬ 
monly  proved  fatal  ?  Or  did  he  fear,  that 
Men,  beyond  their  Cuftom,  would  have 
too  grateful  a  Senfe  of  their  Delivery?  Tis 
Envy  we  find,  that  provokes  the  ‘DoEtor  ; 
for  that  has  always  attended  Glory ;  and 
they,  who  moft  excel  others,  have  always 
been  fubjedt  to  the  moft  licentious  Detrac¬ 
tion. 

What  can  redound  more  to  the  Honour 
of  Phyfick,  than  to  convince  Men,  that  it 
is  no  longer  a  precarious  Art ,  but  a  demon - 
flrative  Science :  that  the  juft  Complaint  of 
the  great  Hippocrates ,  of  Experience  being 
fallacious ,  is  removed;  and  that  an  eafy 
Judgment  may  be  made  of  what  pafTes  be¬ 
fore  us  ?  Experience  taught  us  little  before 
this :  for  the  height  of  the  beft  Phyfician’s 
Knowledge,  was  that  a  Medicine  did  purge; 
one  more  gently  than  another  ;  and  that,  at 
the  Expence  of  many  Lives,  while  the  moft 
learned  Phyficians,  every  where,  complain¬ 
ed  ;  that  the  dofng  of  the  mentioned  Me¬ 
dicines  was  fo  very  difficult,  as  to  be  alto- 
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together  conjectural.  Experience  was  the 
great  Pretence  of  Empiricks ,  who  zealoufly 
contended,  that  our  Reafon  had  no  place 
in  Phyfick.  Medicines ,  fay  they,  muft  dif¬ 
fer,  according  to  the  Nature  of  the  Country 
wherein  they  are  to  be  adminiflred ;  and  one 
Sort  is  wanted  in  Rome,  another  in  ^Egypt, 
and  a  third  in  Prance.  This  Objedion  is, 
now,  removed  by  the  Solution :  becaufe  all 
this  Difference  is  perfedly  difeovered,  and 
we  may  equally  preferibe  as  if  there  were  no 
difference  in  the  mentioned  Countries. 

And  therefore  the  Method  of  the  Solution 
as  plainly  reftores  Phyficians  to  the  ufe  of 
their  Reafon,  for  curing  T^ifeafes ;  as  the 
Solution  itfelf  renders  the  Adminiftration  of 
purging  and  vomiting  Medicines  fafe  :  how¬ 
ever  whimfical  or  mad  that  Attempt  is  re- 
prefented,  by  the  witty  Dr.  Freind . 

Mr.  Baillie ,  I  know,  charges  the  Solu¬ 
tion  with  Obfcurity ,  and  want  of  Wit :  both 
which,  in  fomeSenfe,  may  be  true.  For 
what  has  Wit  to  do  with  Demonftration  5 
unlefs  it  be,  to  make  the  People  believe, 
that  thefe  witty  Men  underftand  it  \  juft  fo, 
the  Obfcurity  of  a  Demonftration  confifts 
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not  in  the  thing,  but  in  the  Perfon  who 
does  not  apprehend  it.  Thus  Euclid \  Sir 
Ifaac  Newton ,  &c.  are  void  of  Wit ,  and 
full  of  Obfcurity .  Thus  the  witty  Works 
of  Dr.  Freind,  like  Almanacks,  are  all  writ 
for  an  enfuing  years  tho*  his  Defender  has 
not  lived  half  that  time ;  and  the  Books  that 
have  occafioned  Envy  and  its  attending  Ca¬ 
lumny,  are  every  where  read  and  commend¬ 
ed;  as  they  will  hereafter,  if  Freind  is  a 
better  Frophet,  than  he  is  a  Fhyjician. 

Before  I  put  an  end  to  this  Preface,  fomc 
account  is  expe&ed  of  the  pretended  Igno¬ 
rance  of  the  Fhyficians  in  London  s  the 
Hiftory  of  Phyfick  roundly  charging  them, 
for  not  being  capable  to  diflinguijh  one  Dif- 
eafe  from  another ;  a  grievous  Accufation; 
only  to  render  them  Foils  to  the  UoElor's 
Luftre  1 

This  Charge  is  too  general  to  be  true ;  for 
was  it  fo,  more  Phyftcians  muft  be  compre¬ 
hended,  than  is  meant  in  the  Calumny ; 
and  many  more  Phyficians  are  like  to  fall 
under  the  Imputation  of  Ignorance.  Be- 
Edes;  the  diftinguifhing  one  Difeafe  from 
another  is  nothing  fo  eafy,  as  Dr.  Freind 

imagines ; 
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imagines  ;  and  is  not,  on  that  account,  any 
proof  of  the  prefent  Ignorance  of  Phyfi- 
cians.  The  Sagacity  of  many  ancient  Phy- 
ficians  was,  in  this  Cafe,  very  lingular  ;  and 
their  Skill,  of  colleding  Difeafes  from  the 
Sick,  very  perfed  5  never  failing  to  tally 
with  Nature  to  this  day.  It  fhould  then  be¬ 
come  an  unpardonable  Crime,  to  be  a  Stran¬ 
ger  to  thefe  Defcriptions,  Phyficians  have 
anciently,  and  faithfully  recorded;  while 
the  Difficulty  of  colleding  them,  from  the 
Sick,  is  at  this  time  very  great.  Every  Phy- 
fician  ought,  readily,  to  rehearfe  the  Sym- 
toms  of  a  Difeafe  he  is  ask’d  about;  and 
there  is  none  in  the  College ,  who  has  not 
undergone  this  Tryal.  And  therefore.  Dr* 
Freind  does  every  Fhyfician ,  in  the  College % 
the  greateft  Injuftice,  when  he  charges  them 
with  this  kind  of  Ignorance . 

The  great  Difficulty  of  colleding  the  men¬ 
tioned  Symptoms  from  the  Sick,  for  diftin- 
guiffiing  a  Difeafe,  as  often  arifes  from  a 
want  of  Sagacity,  as  the  being  Strangers  to 
the  Defcriptions  of  the  Ancients.  Sure  it 
is ;  that  we  never  can  fail,  in  diftinguifhing 
one  Difeafe  from  another,  but  when  we  are 
firft  defedive  in  the  mod  perfed  Knowledge 

of 


V 


[  xlvi  ] 

of  ancient  Phyficians:  and  when  Phyficians 
differ  about  the  proper  Name  of  a  Difeafe, 
they  are  more  or  lefs  to  be  charged,  with 
their  want  of  Phyfick  Language. 

We  may  find  the  diftinguifhing  Difeafes 
is  not  fo  eafy,  as  Dr.  Freind  pretends  5  the 
flow  Fever  flill  deftroying  in  England ,  and 
in  many  parts  of  Europe  ,had  fwellcd  the  Bills 
of  Mortality  for  feven  years;  and  yet  fo 
little  was  it  diftinguifiied,  that  a  flow  fever 
was  reprefented  as  an  impofllble,  and  un¬ 
heard  of  Diftemper;  and  I  was  no  lefs  the 
Subjed  of  their  Wity  as  the  Fever  itfelf.  A 
nervous  Difeafe,  Vapours ,  and  fuch  general 
ExpreJJions ,  and  cant  Difeafes,  were  fuffi- 
cient  to  raife  the  weekly  Bills  for  many 
years,  and  in  1723  to  3447  higher  than  the 
preceding  year :  tho*  this  very  Fever  has 
been  conftantly  deferibed  from  Hippocrates 
to  Dr.  Willis ;  whofe  Defcription  is  likewife 
very  plain. 

Sir  Richard  Blackmore  was  the  firfl  who 
gave  me  an  Opportunity  of  chaftifing  this 
Miftake,  and  indecent  Mirth,  of  fome  Phy^ 
ficians.  He  deferibed  a  flrange  Difeafe;  fo 
far  he  was  to  be  commended;  but  failed 

in 
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in  giving  the  Name  it  had  among  Fhyfi* 
cians,  and  thus  betrayed  his  reading.  This 
Corredion  had  that  good  Effed  5  that,  next 
year,  mention  is  made  of  a  flow  Fever  in 
the  Hiftory  of  Phyficky  neither  is  there  Scope 
left  for  farther  joking. 

Thus  we  find  it  no  eafy  matter  to  diftin- 
guifii  Difeafes  5  and  yet,  if  a  Work,  fo  per-' 
fed  among  ancient  Phyficians,  feems  to  be 
now  loft  among  fome  great  Phyficians  5  what 
melancholy  Confiderations  offer,  about 
thefe  great  Men  knowing  their  Nature  and 
the  Method  of  curing  them,  fo  imperfedly 
handed  down  from  ancient  Times.  A  flow 
Fever  is  wittily  compar’d  to  a  hard  Swell¬ 
ing,  or  a  Scirrhus'y  and  they  who  know 
leaft  of  the  Difeafe,  pretend  to  be  the  beft 
Curers  of  it.  Too  liberal  a  ufe  of  cDiapho~ 
reticks  without  proper  Evacuations  are, juft- 
ly  condemned  5  without  being  able  tofhew 
when  the  firft  is  too  liberal  5  or,  in  the 
leaft,  letting  us  into  the  grand  Noflrum  of 
Propriety.  This  laft  year  has  diffidently 
difproved  moft  Evacuations  ;  by  the  frequent 
Burials  occafioned  by  them,  and  all  for  want 
of  knowing  the  Noflrum .  Nay;  woe  be 
to  the  People,  that  are  othcrwife  treated ; 

for 
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for  Difeafes  arc  entailed  on  them,  worfe 
than  Death.  This  is  new  and  witty  Phy- 
iick ;  well  deferving  publick  Confideration. 


This  "Preface  is  longer  than  I  defigned • 
tho’  not  fo  long  as  Dr.  Freind  expecled ;  yet 
I  muft  add  one  piece  of  Hiftory ;  becaufe  it 
(hews  the  Dodor’s  applauded  Exadnefs,  in 
relating  the  Difcoveries  of  Phylicians :  for 
he  reads  every  thing  himfelf,  as  he  pretends ; 
and  never  trufts  to  any  other  Hiftorian  in 
his  Accounts  of  Authors. 


Oribajius,  fays  the  Dodor,  gives  us  the 
firft  account  of  the  falivary  Gians ,  which  is 
either  omitted  by  Galen,  or  is  loft  together 
with  fome  of  Galend  Works.  But  it  feems 
Galen  was  not  worthy  Dr.  Freind's  reading ; 
for  if  he  had,  he  might  there  have  found 
*  Oribaftus’s  account  in  fo  many  Words. 
Oribajius  did  well  to  copy  Galen  in  his  ac¬ 
curate  Defcription ;  but  Freind  has  nothing 
to  value  himfelf  on  his  Reading. 

*  Book  XI.  of  the  ufe  of  the  Parts ;  and  in  the  Book  of 
the  Voice,  and  Breath. 


An  AN- 


An  ANSWER,  &c. 


OCTOR  Freind  having  be¬ 
gun  his  Hiftory  of  Phyfick 

where  Doctor  le  Clerc  ends , 

* 

thought  himfelf  obliged  to  take  fome 
notice  of  the  later  5  of  which  he  fpeaks 
very  favourably.  Freind  certifies ; 
f  That  he  has  always  had  a  great  opt - 
nion  of  the  Learning  and  Judgment 
which  this  Author  has  fheivn  in  the 
three  parts  (of  the  Hiftory  of  Phy- 
fick)  already  publifhed.  In  them  ^ 
continues  Dr.  Freind \  he  brought  down, 
the  Hifiory  to  the  end  of  Galen’s  time  - 
and  having  fearched  into  his  Works , 
and  into  thofe  of  all  the  Writers ,  who 
preceded  him  for  above  ftx  hundred 
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years,  he  put  together  his  Memoir j, 
not  only  with  Indefatigable  Induflry , 
but  with  exqulfite  Skill ,  &c.  But  it  is 
furprifing  that  he  has  not  the  fame 
opinion  of  the  Supplement  to  that 
Work,  in  the  new  Edition,  publifh’d 

in  1723- 

I.  ^  In  this  Edition ,  fays  Dodtor 
Frelnd ,  we  have  a  Plan  ( containing 
fifty  fix  pages)  which  he  defigns  fhould 
ferve  for  a  continuation  of  the  Hiftory , 
down  to  the  middle  of  the  16th  (the 
title  by  miftake  fays  the  1 7th)  Centu¬ 
ry  ;  a  fpace  of  izoo  years,  and  too 
large  to  be  well  explained  In  fo  fhort 
a  Sketch,  tho ’  he  had  not  filled  half  of 
It  with  relating  all  the  obfeure  Jargon 
and  Nonfenfe  of  that  Illiterate  Enthu - 
fiafi  Paracelfus. 

You  defiire  that  I  would  fend  you 
my  Thoughts  of  this  Piece:  1  rnufl  own 

\ 
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I  wifh  I  could  give  it  the  fame  Cha¬ 
racter,  which  the  former  very  jufily 
deferved.  But  it  feems  to  me  not  only 
a  very  imperfect  and  fuperficial  per¬ 
formance  ,  but  in  many  particulars , 
inaccurate ,  and  erroneous ,  &cc.  It  is 
of  confequence  to  examine  this  heavy 
charge  of  Dr.  Freind \  Paragraph  by 
Paragraph. 

One  would  hardly  think  that  after 
all  the  commendations,  fo  liberally 
bellowed  by  him  on  Dr.  le  Clerc  s  Hi - 
(lory  of  Phyfick ,  he  fhould  fpeak,  in 
the  manner  he  does,  of  what  he  calls 
the  Supplement  to  that  Work,  tho’ 
written  by  the  fame  Author.  But  it 
will  be  no  difficult  matter  to  fhew 
that  he  has  not  had  a  juft  idea  of  the 
fmall  piece  he  fo  rajhly  condemns. 
Dr.  Freind  is  miftaken  in  feveral 
points.  Firft,  he  has  not  underftood 
what  Dr.  le  Clerc  s  meaning  was  by 
thefe  words,  Ejfay  d’un  Plan  pour 

B  z  fet  vir 
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fervir  a  la  continuation  de  VHifloire 
de  la  Medicine.  Which  is  in  Englijh , 
An  ElTay  of  a  Plan  to  ferve  for  a  con¬ 
tinuation  of  the  Hiftory  of  Pbyjick. 
He  thought,  no  doubt,  that  it  was 
the  fame  thing  as  if  Dr.  Clerc  had  faid, 
that  that  Plan  was  a  continuation ,  or 
a  fequel  of  the  Hiftory  of  Phyfick  j 
whereas  the  Author  has  only  meant 
it  as  a  Plan ,  or  (lough-draught,  which 
might  be  of  ufe  to  fuch  as  would  un¬ 
dertake  to  bring  that  Hiftory  down  to 
the  time  he  has  mentioned.  He  open-* 
ly  declares  in  the  Advertifement  which 
is  at  the  head  of  his  Hiftory  of  Phy¬ 
fick,  that  he  is  not  in  a  condition  to  fet 
about  fo  great  a  ork  as  the  continua¬ 
tion  of  the  three  firft  Books  of  that 
Hiftory  would  be.  However ,  fays  he, 
to  anfwer  in  fome  meafure  the  defire  ( 
of  thofe  who  would  be  glad  to  fee  this 
continuation ,  Pll  endeavour  to  draw  a 
kind  of  Rough-draught  of  fuch  a  Work, 


5  ] 

(o  give  a  general  idea  of  the  manner 
how  1  think  one  jhould  go  about  it,  in 
order  to  compafs  fuch  a  defgn  with 
fuccefs. 

This  was  Dr.  le  Clercs  aim.  He 
never  once  pretended  to  give  a  con¬ 
tinuation  of  what  he  had  written  be¬ 
fore:  and,  in  feveral  places  of  his  Plan, 
he  carefully  diftinguiflies  between  his 
Sketch ,  and  a  continuation  of  the  Hif- 
tory  of  Phyfick  ■  which  he  prefumes 
no  body  has  hitherto  undertaken  to 
write.  To  be  fatisfied  of  the  truth 
of  it,  one  may  but  call  ones  eye  up¬ 
on  the  fecond  Paragraph  of  this  Plan, 
where  Dr.  le  Clerc ,  after  a  fhort  men¬ 
tion  of  Oribajiuss  Collections,  con¬ 
tinues  thus :  ^  Aetius  has  done  the 
fame  thing:  He  likewife  has  colletled 
what  he  found  befl  in  the  Books  of  the 
Phyficians  who  had  gone  before  him, 
r>  One  may ,  in  a  continuation  of 


-t  Pag-  7 <54 

> 


[  *1 

*  /' 

this  Hiftory ,  fay  on  what  account 
thefe  Phy ft cians  are  named  hy  Aetius, 
and  fearch  if  there  be  no  mention 
made  of  them  any  where  elfe .  It  is 
manifeft;  that  he  fpeaks  of  this  Con¬ 
tinuation,  as  of  a  Work  differing  from 
the  Plan,  and  which  ftill  remains  to 
be  done. 

We  may  likewife  obferve,  that  in  /. 
many  places,  Dr.  le  Clerc  addreffes 
himfelf  to  thofe  who  will  undertake 
the  Continuation  of  the  Hiftory  of 
Phyfick,  in  relation  to  fome  things  he 
thinks  of  importance  to  the  Hiftory » 
pointing  out  to  them  the  Places  where 
they  may  be  beft  difpofed. 

Thus  he  advifes  (pag.  7^7,  which  is 
only  the  third  of  the  Plan)  that  as  he  has 
in  his  Hiftory  given  a  lift  of  all  the  dif- 
tempers  defcribed  by  Hippocrates,  it 
would  alfo  be  of  great  ufey  to  draw  up 
one  of  all  thofe  treated  of  by  Oribafius, 
Aetius,  Alexander,  Trallianus,  and 

Paulus 
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Patilus  iEgineta,  the  number  of  which 
greatly  exceeds  the  other ;  and  then  he 
(hews  what  might  be  the  ufe  of  this 

laft  lift. 

Mr.  Freind  goes  on,  as  has  been 
(hewn  above,  and  fays,  that  Mr.  le 
Clercs  Plan,  containing  but  j  6  pages , 
cannot  ferve  for  a  continuation  of  the 
Hifiory ,  down  to  the  middle  of  the 
1 6th  Century  j  a  fpace  of  1200  years , 
and  confequently  too  large  to  be  com¬ 
prehended  in  fo  Jhort  a  Sketch.  Sure 
the  Dodtor  has  not  taken  notice  that 
this  very  Plan  is  not  a  complete  piece. 
Dr.  le  Cl  ere  having  brought  it  down 
but  to  Paracelfus  inclufwely ;  being  hin¬ 
dered  from  completing  it  by  fever  al  in- 
difpofitions :  Thefe  are  the  very  words 
of  the  Bookfellers  in  their  Advertife- 
ment  at  the  end  of  the  Book.  If  he 
had  continued  it  to  the  1 6th  Century, 
or  even  to  the  17th,  as  it  was  his  de- 
iign  to  do,  the  two  latter  Centuries 
3  would 
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would  have  furnifihed  him  with  more 
matter  than  the  1200  years,  mention* 
ed  by  Dr.  Freind 3  which,  if  it  had 
been,  the  number  of  pages,  or  of 
{beets,  had  been  greater.  Dr.  Fremd 
again  finds  fault  with  Dr.  le  Clerc>  for 
filling  half  of  the  56  pages  of  the 
Plan  with  relating  all  the  ohfcure  J ar¬ 
gon  and  Nonfenfe  of  Paracelfus :  Some 
perhaps  may  be  found  who  are  not  of 
his  mind.  It  was  of  too  great  a  con¬ 
cern  to  the  Hiftory  of  Phyfick,  ei¬ 
ther  to  flight  Paracelfm ,  or  only  to 
fpeak  of  him  en  paffant ,  and  not  to 
lay  him  open.  As  much  an  Enthu- 
fiafi  as  he  was,  it  cannot  be  denied 
that  among  the  extravagancies  with 
which  his  Writings  abound,  and  which 
have  been  related  to  flhew  evidently 
the  character  of  the  man  5  that  one 
might  learn  not  lightly  to  give  credit 
to  and  take  his  word  for  all  he  fays, 
even  when  his  judgment  is  foundeft: 

'  It 
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It  cannot  be  denied,  I  fay,  that  there  are 
not  many  ufeful  things  in  him.  A  great 
many  will  think  that  there  has  not 
even  been  enough  faid  of  this  Innova¬ 
tor;  the  moll  famous  that  ever  was 
in  Phyfick. 

Dodlor  Freind  affirms  at  laft, 
that  Doctor  le  Clerc’s  Plan  feems  to 
him  not  only  a  very  imperfect  and 
fuperficial  Performance ,  but  in  many 
P articular s  innaccurate  and  erroneous. 
Indeed  this  Plan,  I  own,  is  imperfect , 
in  that,  as  I  have  juft  now  obferv’d, 
it  is  not  completed.  It  may  again 
be  look’d  upon  as  fuperficial ;  the  Au¬ 
thor  having  but  lightly  touch’d  the 
matters  he  treats  upon:  But,  in  this 
refpeft,  he  might  ufe  his  liberty,  it 
not  being  his  defign  to  inlarge  more 
than  he  has  done.  But  as  to  the  er¬ 
rors,  there  is  no  Excufe ;  the  Author  is 
neceflarily  anfwerable  for  them. 
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II.  Mr.  le  Clerc ,  fays  Mr.  Friend , 
f  places  Oribafius,  ./Etius,  Alexander, 
and  Paulus,  all,  without  any  difiinc - 
tion ,  the  fourth  Century :  Whereas 
the  firft  only  lived  in  that  \  Century, 
and  the  others  flourifhed  but  in  the 
fifth,  fixth,  and  even  in  the  feventh. 
Dr.  Frehid  having  marfhalled  each  of 
thefe  four  Phyficians  in  their  proper 
order,  as  he  thinks ;  and  having  cor¬ 
rected  this  chronological  Error  in  Dr. 
le  Clerc ,  goes  on  thus :  *  I  mufi  con - 
fefs  all  our  Hiflorians ,  even  the  bejl 
of  them ,  give  a  very  confufed  account 
of  the  Age>  wherein  thefe  Writers 
liv'd 5  and  are  fo  carelefs,  as  to  be  ve¬ 
ry  well  contented ,  if  they  come  within 
a  hundred ’  or  two  hundred  years  of 
their  true  time.  Then  he  comes  to 
Vander  Finden ,  who,  fays  he,  t  thinks 
it  very  uncertain  whether  Alexander 
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flourifhed  in  600,  413,  or  360. 
Thence  he  paflfes  on  to  the  Author  of 
Bibhothec.  Later ar.  N.  2.  4.  f  who 
fets  down  the  age  of  thefe  Phyflcians 
thus : 


A.  CB 

Oribafius  - 

—  3J° 

Alexander  — 

—  360 

yEtius  — — 

—  4OO 

Paulus  - — 

-  420 

and  who  finally  by  a  fmall  miflake  of 
about  800  years  makes  Diodes  Caryf- 
tius  to  live  in  A.  C.  500.  Dr.  Fremd, 
after  thefe  Remarks,  lays  a  great  ftrefs 
upon  the  neceflity  of  clearing  up  thefe 
chronological  Points,  and  concludes 
in  this  manner:  *  Thefe ,  perhaps ,  at 
firji  fight ,  may  feem  to  fame  mere 
chronological  niceties:  But  l  believe , 
upon  reflection-,  they  will  acknowledge , 
that  unlefs  this  pointy  i.  e.  the  age  of 
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every  Author  he  firfi  cleared  up ,  any 
hijlorical  detail  of  the  fate  of  Ploy- 
fick  mufi  be  extremely  defective,  &c. 
What  Dr.  Freind  all  edges  about  the 
confufion  caufed  in  Hiftory  by  chro¬ 
nological  Errors,  is  true  in  general; 
but,  in  this  refpedt,  fome  diftindtions 
mull  be  made.  The  miftake  concern¬ 
ing  the  time  Diodes  lived  in,  is  a  ca¬ 
pital  one  indeed,  fince,  in  effedt,  it 
overthrows  the  chronological  order  of 
the  Hiftory  of  Phyfick.  It  is  not  fair 
then  to  put  this  Error  in  parallel  with 
that  committed  on  account  of  the  four 
Phyficians  juft  now  mentioned,  (as  it 
feems  Dr.  Freind  has  had  a  mind  to 
do)  which  Dr.  le  Clerc  was  led  into 
by  following  Rene  Moreau  *.  The 

*  This  Author,  whom  Dr.  le  Clerc  quotes  as  his 
Authority,  fays  that  Oribajius  flourifhed  about  A.  C. 
330,  Aetlus  in  35*0,  Alexander  in  360,  and  Paulus  in 
380.  After  fo  precife  an  Account,  Dr.  le  Clerc  never 
thought  of  diftrufting  fo  learned  a  Man,  and  one  fb 
well  verfed  in  Antiquity  as  Moreau,  was.  This  reli¬ 
ance  it  is,  that  hindered  him  from  examining  more  nar¬ 
rowly  into  the  thing,  and  led  him  into  that  miftake. 

difference 
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difference  is  very  great  5  and  there  is 
even  here  a  lingular  circumftance, 
which  hinders  this  laft  Error  from  cau- 
fing  hardly  any  confufion  in  the  Hifto- 
ry  of  Phyfick  j  viz.  that  thefe  four 
Phyficians,  who  are  the  only  Phyfi- 
cians  of  their  time,whofe  Writings  have 
come  down  to  us,  ft  and,  as  it  were,  by 
themfelvesj  I  mean  they  are  intirely 
feparate  from  thofe  who  have  gone 
before,  or  come  after  them.  The 
better  to  underftand  this,  one  muff 
know  that  Oribajius ,  who  is  the  firft 
in  order,  lived,  as  all  Authors  agree, 
in  the  fourth  Century ;  and  that  there 
has  not  been  any  Phyfician  in  the  third 
known  to  us  either  by  his  Writings, 
or  by  any  other  manner,  unlefs  it  be 
Stephen  of  Athens  only,  who  is  rec¬ 
koned  the  laft  of  the  ancient  Greek 
Phyficians.  if  Oribajius  then  could 
not  have  any  thing  at  all  to  do,  either 
with  refpeft  to  time  or  order,  with 
z  this 
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this  Phyfician,who  indifputably  preced¬ 
ed  him :  Paulus,  the  laft  of  the  four  in 
queftion,  has  ft  ill  lefs  to  do  in  the  fame 
refpedt  with  the  Phyficians  who  have 
fucceeded  him.  The  reafon  of  it  is 
the  great  Chafm ,  which  every  one 
knows  is  in  this  place  of  the  Hiftory 
of  Phyfick:  Nonus ,  who  lived  in  the 
tenth  Century,  being  the  firft  of  the 
Greek  Phyficians  after  Paulus ,  whofe 
Writings  have  reached  us.  This  No- 
mis  flourifhed  alfo  iome  time  before 
the  earliefi:  Arabian  Authors  who  have 
written  of  Phyfick. 

Dr.  Freindy  moreover,  would  glad¬ 
ly  give  us  to  underftand,  that  all  the 
World,  before  him ,  had  intirely  been 
ignorant  of  the  time  wherein  we  ought 
to  place  Onbajius,  and  the  other 
three  Phyficians  mentioned  by  him: 
For  I  don’t  fee  that  he  quotes  any  Au¬ 
thor  for  his  Voucher.  However,  it 
is  an  eafy  matter  to  fee  that  he  is  in¬ 
debted 
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debted  for  his  Difcovery  to  the  learned 
Fabric  ms,  who  has  largely  treated  up¬ 
on  this  Queftion  in  the  8  th  and  12  th 
Volumes  of  his  Bihlioth.  Grac.  tho’ 
Dr.  Freind  has  not  thought  fit  to  quote 
him,  in  order  to  give  himfelf  the  Ho¬ 
nour  of  being  the  firft  Difcoverer  of  it. 
Dr.  Freind  may  indeed  have  cleared  it 
up  a  little  5  but,  neverthelefs,  it  mull 
be  allowed  that  the  original  Difcovery 
belongs  intirely  to  Fabricius j  or  at 
leaf!:,  that  he  has  unravell’d  this  mat¬ 
ter  before  Dr.  Freind. 

III.  This  laft  Gentleman  is  unfor¬ 
tunate  in  his  Gueflfes,  when  he  fays, 
^  that  Mr.  le  Clerc  bejiows  no  more 
than  three  pages  upon  all  thefe  four 
Authors  and  thinks  this  a  fujficient 
reafon  to  give  for  it ,  that  they  were 
Compilers.  That  was  not  the  reafon 
why  he  has  befiowed  no  more  than 
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three  pages  upon  thefe  Authors ;  it 
was  becaufe  his  dcfign  was  to  give  on¬ 
ly  a  general  account  of  the  Contents 
of  their  Writings  5  leaving  to  thofe 
who  will  continue  the  Hiftory  of  Phy- 
lick  the  care  of  doing  what  he  fuggefts 
befides,  for  enabling  them  to  give  a 
greater  knowledge  of  thefe  ancient  Phy- 
ilcians.  Among  the  things  Dr.  le  Clerc 
has  thought  neceffary  for  that  purpofe, 
he  has  advifed  the  making  a  lift  of  the 
Names  of  all  theDifeafes  they  mention, 
in  order  to  compare  it  with  that  he  has 
given  of  the  Diftempers  mentioned  in 
the  Writings  of  Hippocrates  in  order 
to  obierve  how  much  longer  that  which 
he  propoies  to  make  is  than  the  former. 
*  To  this  Catalogue ,  fays  Dr.  le  Clerc ,  it 
fhculd  feem  necejfary  to  fubjoin  a  de- 
jcription  of  thofe  Diftempers ,  their 
Symptoms.)  Caufes ,  &c.  but  this  would 
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prove  too  tedious  a  Work ,  and  would 
be  read  but  by  a  few.  It  would  be 
heft,  in  my  opinion ,  to  refer  to  the  Au¬ 
thors  themfelves ,  fuch  as  would  be 
throughly  inftruBed  in  all  thefe.  A - 
lexander  Trallianus  could  alone,  if  one 
would \  be  fufficient  to  give  a  juft  idea 
of  the  PraBice  of  thofe  Times ,  and 
his  Book  will  not  take  up  fo  much 
time  in  reading  as  thofe  of  others.  If  Dr. 
le  Clerc  had  been  at  liberty  to  make 
this  Catalogue  himfelf,  he  Ihould  have 
had  by  that  means  an  opportunity  of 
entring  into  a  fort  of  detail  of  what 
thefe  four  Phyficians  fay,  concerning 
fome  of  the  Diftempers  they  have 
treated  upon  5  and  would  not  have 
fail’d  of  fhewing  what  Notions  were 
peculiar  to  them,  as  Dr.  Fremd  has 
undertaken  to  do.  But  Dr.  le  Clerc 
has  no  where  faid  that  all  of  them  were 
only  Compilers.  It  is  true,  that  fpeaking 
in  general,  he  has  ranked  them  among 

D  the 
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the  Compilers;  and  fo  they  were,  as 
Dr.  Freind  himfelf  owns,  fince  he 
himfelf  fays,  that  the  two  firfl ,  and 
the  laji  were  chiefly  fuch.  Dr.  le  Clerc 
had  already  diftinguifhed  the  third, 
who  is  Alexander  Tr  alii  anus ,  from  the 
others,  and  had  faid  he  had  more  the 
air  of  an  original  Writer  than  either 
Orihafius ,  or  Aetmsy  which  Dr .Freind 
does  but  repeat  after  him.  Dr.  Freind 
confefles  again,  *  that  there  are  not 
a  great  many  things  in  them  in  pro - 
portion  to  the  ^  bulk  of  their  Books , 
but  fuch  as  may  be  found  in  Galen 
and  others  ,•  and  yet ,  adds  he,  fome 
there  are  too ,  which  are  new ,  and  Par¬ 
ticulars ,  that  cannot  be  found  any  where 
elfe  •  and  that  may  be  of  great  ufe  to 
Phyfick.  In  all  this  Dr.  le  Clerc  agrees 

with  him.  In  the  Writings  of thefe  Ploy  ft - 
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t  The  Works  of  Orihafius  and  of  Aetius  together 
fill  760  folio  pages  in  Henry  Stephen's  Edition,  the 
print  of  which  is  fmall  enough.  Alexander  fir  alii  anus  r 
and  Paul  JEginetas  together  make  300  pages. 
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dans ,  fays  he  in  the  fame  page,  |  may  be 
pick  d ,  befides  the  great  eft  part  of  wh  at 
is  already  in  the  Book  of  th of e  who  have 
preceded  them ,  divers  things  not  to  be 
met  with  there  •  befides feveral  Obferva- 
tions peculiar  to  thefe  four  laft  Authors. 

IV,  Dr.  Freind. ,  going  on  in  his  Cri- 
tick  upon  Dr.  le  Clerc,  accufes  him 
with  having  laid  of  Oribafms  and  Ae- 
tius ,  that  they  *  furnifh  us  with  every 
thing  which  is  effential  in  Theory  or 
Pra'chce ,  particularly  in  Anatomy 
and  Surgery :  But,  adds  Dr.  Freind, 
I  muft  obferve  that  /Etius  ,  in  his 
long  Work ,  intirely  omits  Anatomy, 
and  the  ufe  of  the  Parts,  and  what 
is  purely  chirurgical  in  him  is  fcattered 
confufedly  here  and  there ,  and  is  im- 
perfeB,  &c.  Let  us  compare  what 
Dr.  le  Clerc  has  faid  with  what  has 
juft  been  tranfcribed  from  Dr.  Freind: 
Theie  are  his  very  Words:  \Thefe  two 
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Authors ,  meaning  Oribafius  and  A'e- 
tius ,  furnifh  us  with  every  thing  that 
is  mo  ft  effential  in  the  Theory ,  or  Prac¬ 
tice  of  Phyfick  in  general ,  and  parti¬ 
cularly  in  Surgery.  Befides  thefe  they 
give  an  Account  of  Anatomy ,  Bota¬ 
ny ,  and  the  Drugs  then  in  ufe ,  the 
Qualities  of  the  Air ,  Water ,  Food \ 
Baths,  Rxercifes  ufeful  for  the  Pre- 
fervation  of  Health,  See.  It  is  thus 
plain,  that  Dr.  le  Clerc  never  faid,  as 
Dr.  Freind  would  have  uS  believe,  and 
who  relates  but  a  part  of  his  Difcourfe, 
that  each  of  thefe  two  Authors  had 
fpoken  of  every  thing  that  concerns 
Phyfick  in  general,  and  Anatomy,  and 
Surgery  in  particular,  as  well  as  of 
the  other  Articles  juft  now  mentioned. 
Dr.  le  Clerc  has  faid,  that  thefe  two 
Authors  furnifh  us  with  all  thefe 
things.  And  fo  they  do,  if  you  take 
them  together.  Befides  $  I  do  not  un- 
derftand  why  Doctor  Freind \  or  his 

Tran-* 
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Tranflator,  for  I  have  not  feen  the 
Original,  always  writes  Aitius  with  a 
JE  inftead  of  writing  it  thus  A'etiusy 
with  an  A  and  an  E  feparately  ? 

V.  Mr.  Freind  is  ftill  more  unfor¬ 
tunate  when  he  a  Herts,  that  Mr.  Clerc, 
in  his  *  Supplement,  fuppofes  that  the 
Vena  Medinenfis  is  the  fame  as  ano¬ 
ther  Dijiemper  defcribed  by  the  Ara¬ 
bians,  the  Affedtio  Bovina,  which  is 
a  little  Worm ,  and  often  found  in 
Cows.  But  i£tius  plainly  dijlinguijhes 
the  two  forts ,  large  and  little:  And 
Albucafis  has  two  feparate  Chapters 
concerning  thefe  two  Difeafesy  See. 
Here  follow  the  very  Words  of  Dr. 
le  Clerc  after  he  has  fpoken  of  fome 
Difeafes,  fuch  as  the  Small-Pox  and 
the  Meafles ,  unknown  to  the  Greeks, 
t  Albucafis,  Avenzoar,  Alfaravius, 
make  alfo  mention  of  a  Dijiemper  un¬ 
known  to  the  Greeks,  caufed  by  a  little 
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Worm,  which  breeds  between  the  Flejh 
and  the  Skin ,  and  fo  moves  over  all 
the  parts  of  the  Body.  They  have 
called  this  Difeafe  Affedtio  Bovi¬ 
na.  Some  other  may  yet  be  found \ 
which  I  leave  to  the  Continuator  of 
this  Hijlory  to  enquire  after .  Dr. 
le  Clerc  has  no  where  faid  that  the 
Diftemper,  called  Vena  Medinenfts , 
was  the  fame  as  that  called  AffeAio 
Bovina.  He  fpeaks  but  of  the  laft 
in  the  place  quoted  by  Dr.  Freind \  not 
fo  much  as  mentioning  the  firftj  be- 
caufe  this  was  known  to  the  Greeks , 
and  defcribed  by  Aetius ,  after  Leo¬ 
nidas,  under  the  name  of  Dracunculi. 
In  this  Place  he  was  to  fpeak  but  of 
the  Difeafes  firft  mentioned  by  the 
Arabians.  He  was  very  far  from 
confounding  thefe  two  Diftempers, 
which  he  had  clearly  diftinguifhed  fe- 
veri.  or  eight  years  before,  in  his  *  Trea- 

*  Chap.  13. 
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tife  of  Worms.  Doctor  Freind  alone 
is  moft  egregioufly  miftaken  in  mak¬ 
ing  two  forts  of  Worms  out  of 
one.  The  Paflage  which  he  quotes 
out  of  A'etius  only  concerns  the  Vena 
Med'menfis  only,  and  not  the  Affec- 
tio  Bovina.  This  Author  has  not  a 
Word  of  this  laft;  and  here  follows 
what  he  fays  of  the  firfl :  The  Worms 
called  Dracunculi  are  like  the  common 
Worms ,  (Similes  funt  lumbricis)  and 
they  are  fometimes  large ,  and  fome- 
times  little ;  (&  aliquando  magni,  all— 
quando  parvi  reperiuntur)  they  breed 
moft  frequently  in  the  Legs,  and  fome¬ 
times  in  the  mufcular  parts  of  the 
Arms.  They  breed  in  ./Ethiopia  and 
India,  dec.  *  This  ancient  Phyfician 

alio 

*  Aetius  'Tretrabibl.  3.  Sermone  2.  cap.  8.  The  La* 
tin  Tranflation  of  Aetius  is  quoted  here  for  want  of 
the  Greek  Original.  The  Worm  is  here  called  Dr  a - 
cumulus,  little  Dragon,  becaufc  in  proportion  to  the 
fmallnefs  of  it,  it  is  lurprifingly  long.  The  Arabians 
have  called  it  Vena  Med'menfis ,  that  is  to  fay,  the  Vein 
of  Medina',  becaufe  they  thought  it  rather  a  Vein,  or 

a  kind 
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alf o  takes  notice  that  the  Dracunculi 
are  not  all  of  an  equal  largenefs  that 
fome  are  fmaller,  fome  larger:  But 
for  all  that,  he  has  not  made  two  diffe¬ 
rent  forts  of  them ,  as  Dr.  Freind  be¬ 
lieved.  This  Paflage  of  Aetius  is 
illuftrated  by  another  in  Alhucafis , 
where  he  fays,  that  this  Worm  is  in 
fome  People  five  Palms  long ,  in  others 
fix ,  and  that  a  Man  had  one  e- 
ven  of  twenty  Palms  length.  All  mo¬ 
dern  Authors  who  have  written  on  this 
Worm,  and  have  feen  it,  agree  that 
there  are  fome  fhort,  and  fome  long 
ones,  and  that  the  length  of  one  is  not 
the  fame  as  that  of  another:  But  it 
does  not  follow  from  thence  that  there 
are  two  forts.  It  is  to  no  purpofe, 
after  this,  that  Dr.  Freind \  in  order 
to  prove  his  Aflertion,  that  Aetius  had 

a  kind  of  Nerve,  than  a  Worm;  and  becaufe  the  In¬ 
habitants  of  Medina  in  Arabia  were  fubjedi:  to  it.  This 
Worm  is  alfo  frequently  found  on  the  Coafts  of  Gui¬ 
nea,  and  other  hot  Countries. 
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diftinguifhed  the  two  forts,  adds, 
+  that  Albucafis  has  two  diftinB 
Chapters  concerning  thefe  two  Difeafes , 
and  that  the  Defcription  he  gives  of 
them  is  very  different.  The  two  Dif- 
eafes  treated  of  by  this  Arabian  Au¬ 
thor  are  firft  the  Vena  Medinenfis , 
or  Aetius’%  Dracunculi ,  and  the  other 
is  that  called  the  Affe&io  Bovina 
which,  in  effect,  are  two  Diftempers 
really  diftindt,  and  caufed  by  Worms 
of  a  quite  different  nature;  which  re¬ 
quire  each  a  quite  different  Method  to 
cure  them.  It  behoved  him  then  ve¬ 
ry  well  to  diftinguifh  them.  But  £  A~ 
i etius ,  who  fpeaks  only  of  the  firft,  was 
not  obliged  to  make  any  Diftindtion ; 
and  accordingly  has  made  none. 

Mr.  Freind \  pafling  on  to  another 
Subject,  and  fpeaking  of  Rhubarb , 
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£  He  has  indeed  diftinguifhed  them,  and  has,  as  Dr, 
Freind  fays,  two  feparate  Chapters ;  having  treated  of  • 
the  firft  in  Chap.  93.  of  his  fecond  Book,  and  of  the 
other  in  the  94th, 
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fays,  jf.  that ,  if  he  mifiakes  not ,  Alex¬ 
ander  Trallianus  was  the  firji  who 
mention  d  it ;  thd  Mr.  le  Clerc  tells  us 
that  the  Arabians  introduced  the  ufe 
of  it.  However,  he  confefles  that  f  A- 
lexander  was  in  a  mifiake  in  that  he 
mentions  it  only  as  an  Aftringent,  as. 
the  elder  Greeks  defcribe  the  Rha-pon- 
ticum,  without  the  leaf  hint  of  its  purg¬ 
ing  Virtue.  Mr.  Freind  adds,  that' 
Paul  us  feems  to  be  the  firfl  who  takes 
any  notice  of  the  purging  Faculty  in 
the  Rheum,  {he  calls  it  fimply  fo)  and 
tells  us ,  how  we  may  make  fome  laxa¬ 
tive  Medicines  flronger ,  by  the  addi¬ 
tion  of  this.  Such  is  Dr.  Freind' %  Re¬ 
mark  5  and  it  is  true  that  Alexander 
is  the  firfl;  who  has  fpoken  of  the 
Rheum ,  which  he  calls  Barbaricumi 
very  likely  to  diftinguifh  it  from  the 
Rheum f  or  Rha-ponttcum  of  Diofco- 
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ndes.  He  advifes  the  ufe  of  it  for 
ftrengthning  the  Liver,  and  for  the 
Dyfentery:  But  it  feems,  as  Dodtor 
Freind  obferves  that  he  rather  offers 
it  as  an  AJlringent,  than  a  Purga¬ 
tive.  Paulus  JFgmeta  fpeaks  alfo 
of  the  Rheum ,  without  determining 
the  Species.  To  loofen  the  Belly ,  fays 
he,  give  of  There  bint  h  the  bignefs  of 
an  Oltve ,  and  if  you  will  loofen  a  little 
more ,  add  to  it  a  little  Rheum.  This 
is  all  that  thefe  two  Greek  Authors 
have  faid  of  Rhubarb ;  in  two  Words 
only,  and,  as  it  were,  en  paff ant. 

Let  us  now  fee  after  what  manner  the 
Arabians  have  ipoken  of  it.  I  do  not 
indeed  find  any  great  matter  on  that  Sub¬ 
ject,  among  the  moil  ancient  W; riters  ot 
that  Nation.  Serapion  has  mentioned 
only  the  Rha-ponticum.  Rhas.es,  in  the 
firff:  place,  fpeaks  of  Rhubarb ,  which 
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he  calls  Rheubarbarum ,  and  cells  us  that 
it  is  hot ,  and  good  for  the  Stomachy  and 
the  Liver.  He  adds,  that  if  it  be  drank, 
it  is  good  againfi  Falls  and  Bruifes. 
In  *  another  place  he  fpeaks  of  the 
Rheum  by  the  Name  of  ^  Ravet  Sent, 
which  he  makes  an  Ingredient  in  the 
Lozenges  ofB  ar berries  5  but  it  does  not 
lecm  that  he  depends  much,  in  that 
place,  on  the  laxative  Quality  of  this 
Root.  He  alfo  gives  a  \  Defcription  of 
Pills, which  he  calls  Pilulee  de  Ravet ,  for 
curing  the  Dropfy,  which  are  really 
purging,  but  it  is  rather  on  Account  of 
the  Agaric k  and  the  Mezereon ,  which  he 
puts  to  the  Ravet  in  a  pretty  large  Dofe, 
than  of  the  Ravet  itlelf  3  of  which  there  is 
but  a  fmall  Portion  in  thele  Pills.  Avi¬ 
cenna  fpeaks  alfo  fomewhere  of  Rhu¬ 
barb 5  but  rather  as  an  Aftringent  than 

t 
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t  I*1  the  next  Paragraph  may  be  feen  the  meaning 
of  thele  two  Words. 
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a  Purge:  and  if,  on  any  Occafion, 
£  he  makes  it  an  Ingredient  in  fome 
purging  Medicines,  he  mixes  with  it, 
according  to  the  manner  of  Rhazesy 
Drugs,  which  alone  are  ftrong  Purges  5 
infomuch,  that  it  is  on  their  account  ra¬ 
ther  than  on  that  of  Rhubarb ,  that  they 

have  this  Faculty.  Avicenna ,  in  the 
place  I  have  juft  quoted,  calls  Rhu¬ 
barb  Reubarbarum  de  Sent  ,•  as  Rha- 
zes  had  called  it  Ravet  Seniy  which  is 
the  fame  thing.  It  appears,  by  what 
has  been  faid,  that  thefe  two  chief 
Phyficians,  among  the  Arabians ,  had 
not  yet,  it  feems,  a  fufficient  know¬ 
ledge  of  the  Virtues  of  Rhubarb ;  tho’, 
in  that  particular,  they  knew  more  than 
the  Greeks ;  they  even  knew  a  new  Spe¬ 
cies ,  the  beft  of  all,  with  which  the  firft 
were  utterly  unacquainted,  as  we  fhall 
fhew  prefently. 
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But  what  is  wanting  in  Rhazes  and 
Avicenna  is  abundantly  made  up  by 
Mefue ,  one  of  the  laft  Authors  of  that 
Nation  $  from  whom  we  have  all  that 
one  could  wifli  to  learn  about  Rhu~ 
barb ,  of  which  he  fpeaks  in  the  fol¬ 
lowing  manner.  Rhubarb ,  lays  he, 
is  a  mild  and  excellent  Medicine > 
and  has  all  the  Virtues  mojl  to  be 
ejleemed-in  a  Purgative.  Rhubarb , 
lays  he,  purges  the  Bile  and  Phlegm ; 
it  cleanfes  the  Blood ,  tales  off  Ob- 
llrudtions,  and  cures  the  Difeafes 
arifmg  therefrom ,  fuch  as  the  Jaun¬ 
dice,  Dropfy,  &fc.  Then  he  fhews 
the  ufes  it  may  be  put  to  outwardly, 
Oyl,  lays  he,  wherein  it  has  been  in- 
fufed  or  boiled  is  good  jor  Bruifes,  and 
the  Contraction  of  the  Mufcles,  if  it  be 
ufed  externally.  The  Poivder  cf  toalled 
Rhubarb  cures  the  Dylentery,  when 
it-  is  taken  with  the  Juice  of  Plantane, 
and  red  Wine.  As  to  the  manner  of 

chilling 


4 


L  s'  ] 

chufing  this  Drug,  this  Author  teaches 
there  are  three  forts  of  Rhubarb,  the 
firfl  of  which  grows  in  the  Indies,  and 
is  called  Ravet-Sceni ;  the  fecond  fort 
is  the  Ravet-barbarum,  and  the  third 
is  the  Ravet  Turcicum;  the  heft  of 
which ,  fays  he,  is  the  Ravet  Sceni, 
the  next  Ravetbarbarum ,  and  the 
worfi  of  all  the  Ravet  Turcicum. 
An  old  ^  Commentator  on  Mefue 
fays,  that  the  Ravet  Seni,  or  Ravend 
Sini  is  called  fo,  hecaufe  it  grows  in 
the  Country  of  the  Sinae  that  is  to  fay, 
in  China:  and  to  this  day  the  belt 
Rhubarb  is  brought  from  thence.  The 
faid  Commentator  adds,  that  the  fe¬ 
cond  fort  came  from  the  Country  of  the 
Troglodyti,  which  lies  on  the  Red 

Sea,  or  the  Arabick  Gulf:  and  that 
the  third  fort ,  which  is  the  Rha-  pon- 
ticum,  grew  in  Pontus,  which  in  Me- 

f  An  dr,  Marinas, 
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fueV  time  was  already  in  the  poffef- 
fion  of  the  Turks.  Mefue,  fays  he, 
knew  of  no  ill  Quality  this  Root  had: 
that  it  may  he  given  at  all  times ,  in  all 
ages  to  fmall  Children  and  Women 
with  Child ,  That  good  Rhubarb  mujl 
of  a  brown  colour ,  turning  a  little  up¬ 
on  the  red:  that  altho  this  Root  be  po¬ 
rous,  it  mujl  be  heavy:  that ,  when 
broken,  the  pieces  of  it  mujl  be  reddifh , 
mixed  with  yellow  j  and  the  Tincture 
of  it  of  a  Saffron  colour.  He  takes 
notice  that  it  is  ufed  either  by  infujing 
it  in  Water ,  or  fome  other  Liquor, 
or  taking  it  in  Powder.  The  Dofe  of 
each  of  thefe  Methods,  according  to 
the  lame  Author,  is  from  a  Dram, 
or  a  Dram  and  a  half  to  three.  I 
had  torgot  to  take  notice  of  a  Cheat 
committed,  fays  Mefue,  by  the  Inha¬ 
bitants  of  the  Country  where  the  beft 
Rhubarb  grows.  They  infufe  a  great 
quantity  of  the  Roots  whole  in  Water 

for 
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for  five  Days  -,  and,  after  evaporate 
tng  the  Water ,  they  made  Troches 
with  what  was  left  in  the  bottom  of  the 
Wejfiel-,  which,  he  fays,  are  a  pre¬ 
cious  Medicine.  The  Roots  were  fold 
after  they  had  dried  them ;  but  he  takes 
notice,  that  they  had  lojl  what  was  good 
in  them.  And  then  he  teaches,  at 
lafi,  how  to  know  the  good,  from  this 
bad,  fort  of  Rhubarb.  What  elfe  he 
has  laid  of  this  fame  Drug  may  be 
read  in  his  Works  $  for  1  have  avoided 
relating  all,  left  I  fhould  be  too  pro¬ 
lix.  I  fhould  have  even  been  much 
more  concife,  had  not  I  thought  my 
felf  obliged  to  be  pretty  full  on  this 
occafionj  the  better  to  fhew  the  Dif¬ 
ference  between  what  the  Greeks  have 
faid  of  Rhubarb ,  as  we  have  already 
feen,  and  what  is  found  upon  the  fame 
Sub  j  eft  in  the  Arabian  Authors,  and 
chiefly  Mefue.  Dr.  le  Clerc  has,  in 
his  Plan,  faid  that  thefe  very  Arabians 
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have  imparted  to  us  the  knowledge 
they  had  of  many  fimple  Medicines, 
not  taken  notice  of  by  the  Greeks , 
fuch  as  feveral  Purgatives  taken  from 
Plants,  as  Manna ,  Sena,  Rhubarb , 
See.  And  really  with  refpe<5t  to  this 
laft  Drug,  one  may  fay  5  that  the 
Greeks  have  made  no  mention  of  the 
true  Rhubarb,  which  is  that  which 
comes  from  China 5  and  which  I  think 
is  now  the  only  one  ufed  in  the  greateft 
part  of  Europe.  Befides,  if  they  have 
known  another  Species  that  comes 
neareft  the  true  one,  they  might  as 
well  have  taken  no  notice  at  all  of  it, 
as  to  have  faid  but  the  two  or  three 
Words  related  above.  The  fame 
cannot  be  obje&ed  to  the  Writings  of 
the  Arabian  Phyfician,  juft  now  quot¬ 
ed.  Nothing  efcapes  him  that  contri¬ 
butes  to  the  knowledge  of  this  Root, 
and  its  different  fpecies:  He  teaches 
how  to  chafe  it,  and  the  various  man- 
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ners  of  tiling  it,  and  likewife  its  effects. 
From  all  that  has  been  faid,we  may  fafe- 
ly  conclude 3  that  to  the  Arabians  it  is, 
and  not  to  the  Greeks ,  that  we  are  in¬ 
debted  for  what  we  know  of  Rhubarb , 
and  its  Properties  3  which  is  what  Dr. 
le  Clerc  has  affirmed. 

YII.  Mr.  Freind ,  fpeaking  of  the 
introducing  Chymiftry  into  Phylick, 
has  thefe  Words ;  *  Mr.  le  Clerc  fixes 
the  Fpoche  of  it  m  the  time  of  Avi¬ 
cenna  3  who,  as  he  fuppofes,  firft  ap¬ 
plied  this  fort  of  knowledge  in  the  way 
of  Medicine.  Mr.  Freind  goes  on, 
that  if  it  be,  as  perhaps  it  may  be, 
derived  from  the  Arabians,  the  Honour 
of  the  Invention  ought  rather  to  be 
refiored  to  Rhazes  3  for ,  not  to  mention 
Mercury  extinct  and  fublimate,  which 
he  takes  notice  of  likewife,  ^  Oyl  of 
Eggs,  the  only  chymical  Medicine  as 

f  Pag.  277,  278.  Ad  Almanz,,  8,  42, 
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/  can  find  in  Avicenna,  ts  de/cribed 
by  that  Author.  Rhazes,  befides , 
gives  us  the  firfi  account  of  the  Oleum 
Benedidtum,  or  Philofophorum.  In 
anfwer  to  Dr.  Freind ,  I  fhall  firft  take 
notice,  that  the  Oyl  of  Eggs ,  fuch  as 
it  is  defcribed  by  Rhazes ,  ought  not 
to  be  rank’d  among  the  chymical  Pre¬ 
parations  j  fince,  in  order  t£r  prepare 
this  Oyl,  one  mull  only  boil  theFggs 
till  they  are  hard,  take  out  the  Yolk, 
fry  them  in  a  Pan,  and  then  prefs  them 
in  a  Cloth  to  extradt  the  Oyl  out  of 
them,  nor  is  the  meaneft  Apothecary 
ignorant  of  this  Preparation.  Serapion , 
who  has  not,  in  any  place  that  I  could 
find,  any  chymical  Medicine,  had  alrea¬ 
dy  taught,  long  before,  the  very  fame 
method  of  making  that  Oyl.  If 
Rhazes  mentions,  as  Dr.  Freind  ob- 
ferves,  Mercury  extincf  and  fubli- 
mate ,  it  is  only  in  order  to  fhew  the 
noxious  Qualities  of  it,  and  teach  the 

Medi- 
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Medicines  proper  for  thofe  who  might 
feel  the  pernicious  effects  of  itj  but 
not  to  advife  any  one  to  the  ufe  of  it 
as  a  Medicine.  Come  we  now  to  the 
Oyl  of  Bricks ,  called,  Oleum  Philo- 
fophorum ,  which  is  indeed  a  chymical 
Preparation ,  propofed  by  Rhazes  as 
a  Remedy  againft  divers  Difeafes  5  and 
this  Dr.  le  Clerc  had  not  taken  notice 
of,  when  he  faid  there  was  no  men¬ 
tion  made  of  any  chymical  Medicine 
in  the  W ritings  of  the  Phyficians,  who 
have  preceded  Avicenna.  Behold,  a 
chymical  Medicine  defcribed  by  an 
earlier  Author  than  this  laft  !  But  if 
Dr.  le  Clerc  was  miftaken  in  this,  it 
does  not  follow  from  thence  that  the 
Honour  of  the  Invention  of  chymical 
Preparations  belongs  to  Rhazes,  as  Dr. 
Freind  pretends  it  does  5  fince  this  A- 
rcibian  Phyfician  does  not  fay  he  had 
invented  it,  or  firffc  difcovered  the  man¬ 
ner  of  preparing  the  Medicine  inQue- 

ftion, 
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ftion,  which  he  might  very  well  have 
learnt  of  fome  other  Chymift.  All 
that  can  then  be  concluded  from  what 
has  been  faid,  is,  that  Rhazes  is  the 
hr  ft  Writer  of  Phylick,  whofe  Writ¬ 
ings  are  come  down  to  us,  who  has 
mentioned  chymical  Medicines  5  for 
there  is  no  reafon  to  think  why  there 
fhould  not  be  any  more  ancient  than 
himfelf,  tho3  not  of  many  Ages,  as 
Dr.  le  Clerc  has  fhewn  it  in  his  Plan* 
and  confequently,  the  Epoche  of  the 
introducing  of  the  Remedies  of  this 
kind  as  far  as  it  may  be  known,  ought 
at  leaft  to  be  brought  to  the  time 
wherein  this  Phyfician  lived.  Now 
this  time  preceded  Avicenna's  but 
by  about  jo  years  $  Rhazes ,  accord¬ 
ing  to  Dr.  Freind’s  Calculation,  being 
dead  in  513 1,  and  Avicenna  born  but 
in  9  8  o ;  io  that  they  both  lived 
in  the  fame  Century,  which  is  the 
tenth  after  Chrifi ,  tho1  feveral  years 
one  after  the  other.  This 
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This  being  fuppofed,  Rkazes  and 
Avicenna  mud  then  be  the  oldeft  Phy- 
ficians  we  know,  who  have  taken  this 
Method :  and  as  it  is  likely  that  Expe¬ 
riments,  on  this  Subject,  were  not  yet 
very  frequent  in  the  life-time  of  the 
firft ;  that  may  be  the  reafon  why  one 
only  chymical  Preparation  is  mention¬ 
ed  by  him.  Avicenna ,  however, 
who  came  after  him,  is  fomething 
fuller  on  that  head:  and  this  has 
efcaped  Dr.  le  Clerc  s  notice,  who,  in 
his  Plan,  has  faid  that  Avicenna  has 
no  where  fpoken  of  any  chymical  Me¬ 
dicine,  fave  Ro/e  H  ater  alone.  This 
Inadvertency  was  occafioned  by  his 
looking  over  a  little  too  haftily,  the 
Works  of  this  Author,  which  befides 
their  Prolixity,  are  fo  very  ill  tran- 
flated,  that  the  reading  of  them  can 
but  be  extremely  tedious.  $  Dr-  le 

Clerc , 

\  Dr.  Freind  might,  with  much  more  JuJUce,  have 
charged  Dr.  le  Clerc  with  this  Fault,  than  all  the  other 
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Cl  ere,  in  a  fecond  re-fearch,  more  ex- 
adl  than  the  firft,  has  found  in  two  or 
three  places,  different  from  thofe  he 
has  already  quoted,  fome  things  that 
have  a  relation  to  chymical  Phyfick. 
The  firft,  which  he  had  omitted,  and 
which  will  be  related  in  the  following 
Paragraph, concerns,  again,  Rofe  PCater. 
The  fecond5  is  that  where  Avicenna , 
after  he  has  fpoken  of  the  various  Vir- 

he  has ,  without  any  reafon ,  corrected  him  for ;  but  un- 
fortunately  he  is  himfelf  guilty  of  a  like ,  if  not  greater t 
and  lefs  excufable ,  over 'fight.  Tho’,  fays  he ,  f  I  have 
often  look’d  into  his  ( Avicenna's )  Writings  upon  £eve- 
ral  Occafions,  (for  you  won’t  fuppofe,  I  believe,  that 
I  have  gone  thro’  him  in  any  regular  courfe  of  reading) 

I  could  meet  with  little  or  nothing  there,  but  what  is 
taken  originally  from  Galen.  If  Dr.  Freind,  writing 
his  Hiftory  of  Phyfick,  and  treating  exprefly  about  what 
the  Arabians  have  contributed ,  on  their  party  to  the  Ad» 
vancement  of  this  Art ;  if  I  fay ,  he  feems  to  value  him • 
felf  upon  his  not  having  read  throughout  and  methodi¬ 
cally  the  Works  of  an  Author ,  who  has  ever  been  efleem - 
ed  the  Prince  or  Chief  of  all  the  Fhyficians  of  that  Na - 
ttoKy  can  he  prefume  to  find  Fault  with  Dr.  le  Clerc, 
who  has  only  given  a  fliort  Eflay  of  a  Plan,  in  order  to 
ferve  thofe  who  would  treat  upon  the  fame  Subject, 
for  having  done  as  he  has  done  ? 

f  Part.  2.  Pag.  73. 
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cues  of  Water ,  propofes  a  method  of 
mending  by  Difiillation  that  which  is 
bad  j  faying  befides,  that  they  may,  in  a 
manner,  be  made  better  by  Co&ion 
Thefe  Paflages  prove  firft,  that  he  un- 
derftood  the  Art  of  Difiillation ,  which 
is  one  of  the  chief  parts  of  Chymifiry . 
A  third  Paflage,  in  the  fame  Author, 
fhews  he  could  ufe  it  for  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  fome  Medicines,  and  among 
the  reft,  for  preparing  a  fort  of  Oyl  of 
Eggs  very  different  from  that  deferibed 
by  Rhazes.  In  this  place  Avicenna 
has  affected  a  Concifenefs  that  renders 
his  Words  obfeure.  One,  however, 
juft  fees,  that  he  propofes,  in  the  be¬ 
ginning,  a  very  fimple  manner  of 
making  the  Oyl  of  Eggs ,  much  about 
the  fame  as  that  in  Rhazes  5  but  he 
adds  to  it,  again,  one  or  two  more. 

f  Sublimatio  prseterea,  &  Diftillatio  aquas  redificat 

malas:  Et  fi  iftud  non  fuerit:  decodio  redificat.  Ca~ 

' 
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Me/ue,  who  flourifhed  towards  the 
end  of  the  twelfth  Century,  fhews 
three  ways  of  preparing  this  Oyl  5  but 
they  ieem  a  little  different  from  that 
which  Avicenna  defcribes.  ^  Take , 
he  fays,  the  Tolk  of  thirty  Eggs ,  or 
thereabouts.  Boyl  them  till  they  are 
hard:  after  you  have  bruifed  them  in 
your  hands ,  fry  them  over  a  flow  Fire 
in  an  Iron  Pan  till  they  grow  red ,  and 
the  Oyl  feparates  from  them .  Prefs 
them  afterwards  with  a  Spoon ,  to  ex¬ 
tract  this  Oyl  in  greater  Quantity. 
Another  method  of  making  this  Oyl, 
is  to  gpind  the  hardened  Tolks  of 
Eggs  in  a  Mill ,  and  prefs  them  as 
they  do  Almonds  to  extraS  the  Oyl 
out  of  them.  The  third  manner ,  is  to 
difiill  it  in  a  Cucurbit,  with  its  A- 
lembick,  as  the  Oleum  Philofopho- 

i  Oleum  de  Ovis,  fays  he ,  fit  ant  molendo  vitellos 
elixatorum,  aut  diflillando  in  vafe  vitreo  compolitio: 
aut  cum  diftillatione  fublimata.  . 
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rum  is  dijlilled.  Thus  Mefne.  This 
laft  fort  of  Oyl  is  now  drawn  by  the 
means  of  the  Retort ;  but  I  don  t  fee 
that  any  one  goes  about  to  prepare 
the  Oyl  of  Eggs  by  Dijhllation ,  as 
Avicenna  and  Mefue  did.  The  firft 
feems  to  fhew  two  ways  of  doing  it, 
one  by  means  of  what  he  calls  Subli¬ 
mate  Dijhllation  $  the  other  by  means 
of  Vas  vitreum  compofitum.  Tho’  one 
cannot  juftly  fay  what  were  the  two 
iorts  of  Velfels  ufed  by  Avicenna  on 
this  occafion,  it  may  from  thence  be 
gathered,  that  he  knew  more  than  one 
way  of  diftilling.  To  put  an  end  to 
what  I  have  to  fay  concerning  Avicen- 
na}  Imuft,  again,  take  notice  j  that  it  is 
not  only  from  what  he  has  faid  of  lome 
Medicines  taken  from  Chymiftry,  in 
the  places  quoted  from  him,  that  one 
mud  infer  he  had  applied  himfelf  to 
the  ftudy  of  this  Art.  He  had  like- 
\vife  writ  a  Book  on  purpofe,  where  he 
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treated  about  Chymiftry ;  as  one  of  his 
Dilcipl  es  witnefles.  See  the  Life  of 
Avicenna  by  Sorfanus,  an  Arabian,  and 
the  jhort  account  given  of  it  by  Dr. 
le  Cl'erc,  in  his  Plan. 

VIII.  I  had  almoft  forgot  that  I  am 
to  anfwer  a  Difficulty  raifed  by  Dr. 
Fremd,  concerning  the  nature  of  Rofe 
lfr ater ,  mentioned  by  Avicenna.  The 
Queftion  is  j  whether  in  the  Paflagesof 
this  Author,  where  thefe  two  Words  A- 
qua  Rofarum  are  found,  muft  be  under- 
ftood  Rofe  IVater  diftilled ,  or  only 
a  mere  Decoction  of  Rofes ,  made  in 
Water.  Dr.  Freind  is  of  this  laft 

*  .  1  *  V 

opinion.  If  Mr.  le  Clerc  f  would 
look  into  Avicenna  more  carefully ,  he 
would  find  that  there  is  not  the  leafi 
hint  of  Diftiiladon,  but  a  very  plain 
DireBwn  hoiv  to  boil  the  Rofes  in 
IVater ,  the  fame  as  the  Greeks  ufed 

t  Part  i,  pag.  279. 
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in  making  the  Rhodoftadton,  and  Hy- 
drorofaton  ;  Mr.  Freind  goes  on  5 
and  what  Gefner  fays  of  the  old  Ara¬ 
bians,  I  believe  is  true:  that  where- 
ever  the  Water  of  any  Plant  occurs  in 
their  Writings ,  there  is  meant  nothing 
more  than  a  Decodtion. 

Dr.  le  Clerc  agrees  with  Gefner  and 
Dr.  Fremd ’  that  what  is  called  in  the 
Tranflations  we  have  of  the  Arabian 
Writings,  the  Water  of  a  Plant ,  is  of¬ 
ten  nothing  elfe  but  a  DecoBion  of 
that  Plant  in  Water.  Thus,  Barley  1 
Water,  aqua  hordei ,  is  only  a  Decoc¬ 
tion ,  or  Ptifan ,  made  of  Barley.  But 
it  does  not  follow  from  thence,  that 
the  Word  Aqua  fhould  always  be  in¬ 
terpreted  in  the  fame  manner  $  nor  that 
Aqua  Rofarum  in  Avicenna  fhould  al¬ 
ways  fignify  a  DecoBion  of  Rofes. 
It  cannot  be  doubted  but  that  this 
ancient  Phylician  underftood  Difidla- 
tion-,  and  tho5,  in  the  places  quoted 

IXOtt) 
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from  him,  he  does  not  exprefly  tell 
the  nature  of  the  Rofe  Water  he  fpeaks 
of:  that  is,  whether  this  Water  be  dif- 
till’d,  or  not  j  yet  it  is  eafy  enough  to 
fee  by  the  ufe  he  would  have  it  ap¬ 
plied  to,  that  it  was  made  by  Difiilla- 
tion ,  and  that  it  Was  the  fame  thing  as 
our  Rofe  Water  at  this  time.  In  the 
little  Book,  De  Firibus  cordis ,  he  ufes 
Rofe  Water  as  a  Cordial.  But  one 
may  yet  better  judge  of  the  Virtues 
he  attributes  to  his  Rofe  Water,  by  a 
Paflage  taken  from  the  fecond  Book 
of  his  Canon,  cap.  j7j,  where  he 
treats  of  Rofes,  and  where  are  thefe 
Words:  Cum  aqua  r  of  arum  bibitur , 
confert  fyncopi:  That  is  to  fay,  Rofe 
Water  muft  be  given  to  drink  to  thofe 
who  fall  in  a  Syncope .  Dr.  le  Clerc 
had  forgot  to  join  this  laft  Palfage  to 
the  other  two,  quoted  in  his  Plan.  I 
do  not  think  any  one  can  deny,  but 
that  diftilled  Rofe  Water  is  meant  in  this 
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place  5  and  far  lefs  Dr.  Freind  jjjan  any 
other.  To  be  convinc’d  of  this,  we  may 
but  read  what  he  relates.  *  There  is  a 
very  particular  Paffage  in  the  Hifiory 
writ  by  Anna  Commena,  (concerning 
Rofe  Water  diftilled.)  '  The  Emperor 
Alexis  Comnene  finding  himfelf  illy 
and fainting  away ,  fomeof  this  Liquor 
'  was  poured  down  his  Throat  $  which 
brought  him  immediately  to  his  Senfesi 
The  FPi ords  are  t 2  mv  poSuv  s’ctXuyy.ciTog. 
This  Exprejfion  cannot ,  I  thinf  with 
any  Propriety  of  Language,  be  adap- 

fted  to  fignify  either  the  Syrup,  De¬ 
coction,  or  exprefs’d  Juice  of  Rofes. 

.  f  Befdes,  in  the  cafe  reported 
in  this  Hifiory ,  one  cannot  eafily  ima¬ 
gine  that  plain  Juice  of  Rofes  could 
ever  have  been  thought  upon  as  a  Cor¬ 
dial,  in  fuch  an  Extremity.  If  the  Me¬ 
dicine,  made  ufe  of  to  prevent  the  Em- 
ror’s  fainting,  had  been  nothing  elfe 
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but  dialled  Rofe  14 ater ,  as  Dr.  Freind 
aflerts,  with  very  good  reafon,  I  do 
not  fee  why  the  Rofe  Water  preferr¬ 
ed  by  Avicenna,  to  prevent,  or  cure  a 
Syncope,  fhouid  not  rather  be  dijlilled 
Rofe  Water,  than  a  mere  DecoBion 
of  Rofes.  If  this  DecoBion  was  ne¬ 
ver  look’d  upon  as  a  Cordial ,  as  Dr. 
Freind  agrees,  why  would  he  have 
fuch  a  Phyfician  as  Avicenna  advife 
the  ufe  of  it  to  thofe  who  fall  into  a 
Syncope ,  which  is  the  fame  Diftemper 
as  that  of  the  Greek  Emperor,  and 
who  was  cured  not  by  a  DecoBion  of 
Rofes ,  but  by  Dijlilled  Rofe  Water  ? 

It  is  likely,  that  in  the  time  of  Avi¬ 
cenna,  the  manner  of  making  Rofe 
Water  was  kept  a  Secret-,  and  one 
does  not  find  that  he  has  any  where 
taught  how  to  make  it.  It  is  certain , 
fays  Dr.  Freind,  in  the  fame  Page, 
f  that  of  all  the  Arabian  Writers , 
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Joh.  Damafcenus,  called  Mefue,  who 
lived  in  the  latter  end  of  the  twelfth 
Century ,  in  the  Reign  of  Frederick 
Barbarofla,  is  the  firft  that  has  defcrib- 
ed  the  Procefs  of  making  this  Water , 
in  the  chymical  manner.  I  do  indeed 
find  that  Mefue  (de  fimplicibus ,  cap. 
io.)  (peaks  of  Rofe  Water  drawn  by 
Dijlillation ,  ( aqua  fublimando  ex  Ro - 
fis  eduBa)  and  to  this  Water  he  attri¬ 
butes  the  Virtue  of  ftrengthning  the 
Heart,  Stomach,  and  Liver  5  but  I 
don’t  find  he  defcribes  the  procefs  of 
making  it  either  in  this  Chapter,  or 
any  where  elfe.  The  firft  I  think,  who 
has  defcribed  it,  is  an  Arabian  Au¬ 
thor  of  a  Work  which  the  Tranflator 
intitles  Liber  fervitoris ,  and  which  he 
fays  is  the  a  8  th  Book  of  Bulcafim. 
The  Author’s  Defign,  as  himfelf  in¬ 
forms  us,  is  to  teach  how  to  prepare 
divers  Simples,  which  want  Prepara¬ 
tion,  before  they  are  ufedj  fuch  as 

H  Ablu- 
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Ablution ,  UJiion ,  &c.  He  propofes, 
there,  more  than  one  Method  of  mak¬ 
ing  Rofe  Water  by  Diftillation ,  and 
he  begins  the  Chapter  where  he  treats 
of  it,  in  this  manner  $  Aqua  r  of  arum 
operathy  fcita  ejl  apud  multas  gentes. 
The  Procefs  of  making  Rofe  Water  is 
known  now  in  fever al  Countries.  This 
is  a  proof  that,  at  that  time,  the  Pro¬ 
cefs  of  making  Rofe  Water  was  not  yet 
generally  known.  Dr.  le  Clerc ,  in 
his  Plan,  fuppofes  that  this  Bulcafm 
might  be  the  fame  as  Albucafis ,  whofe 
true  name  is  Abulc  afim,  and  he  gives 
his  reafon  for  his  Suppofition,  but 
does  not  decide  the  Queftion.  Dr. 
Freind  fays,  *  He  does  not  find  any 
Certainty  of  this  Authors  Age ,  but  he 
is  generally  fuppos’d to  have  liv’d  about 
the  year  i  o  8  j ,  but  he  does  not  think 
he  was  quite  fo  ancient ,  and  feems  to 
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place  him  at  leaf  in  the  middle  of  the 
twelfth  Century.  Dr.  Freind. '  in  ano¬ 
ther  f  place  fpeaks  of  a  Phyfcian 
whom  he  calls  Bulcafem ,  who  wrote 
late  in  Spain,  and  mentions  fome  chy- 
mical  Preparations.  According  to 
this  account,  if  this  Bulcafem ,  who, 
as  Dr.  le  Clerc  thinks,  is  not  different 
from  Bulcaftm  juft  mention’d,  be  not 
the  fame  as  Albucafts ,  they  were  at 
leaft  very  near  Contemporaries. 

IX.  It  is  now  time  to  go  on  to  an¬ 
other  Article.  Mr.  le  Clerc,  fays 
Mr.  Freind. ,  *  fuppofes  that  Adhiarius 
was  bred  in  the  School  of  the  Ara¬ 
bians,  and  learnt  fomewhat  of  the  chy- 
mical  Art  from  them :  but  this  feems 
to  be  a  mere  ConjeBure ,  founded  upon 
no  Authority  whatever.  For  tho\  with - 
out  difpute ,  Aquarius  knew  fome  of 
the  Medicines  they  had  introduced , 
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which  might  be  owing  to  fome  cafual 
Commerce ,  and  Communication ,  at 
that  time ,  between  the  Greeks  and  the 
Arabians :  Yet  it  does  not,  in  the  leaf, 
appear  that  he  was  vers'd  in  their  phy- 
fical  Writings :  as  one  may  be  well 
acquainted  ivith  a  Drug,  and  the  ufe 
of  it,  which  comes  from  the  Eaft  or 
Weft-Indies,  without  knowing  farther 
of  the  Theory ,  or  Practice  of  Medi¬ 
cines  in  thofe  Countries.  Dr.  le  Clerc 
anfwers  that  his  Conjectures  can  hard¬ 
ly  be  better  founded.  In  the  firft 
place,  it  cannot  be  denied  that  ABua- 
rius  was  acquainted  with  chymical Me¬ 
dicines,  and  dijlilled  Waters ,  in  par¬ 
ticular,  as  Langms  has  obferved  on  the 
Words  Rhodoftagma,  and  Intyboflag- 
ma,  which  occur  in  the  Writings  of 
this  Greek  Phyfician,  and  which  figni- 
fy  Rofe  Water  and  dijlilled  Endive 
W ater.  Dr.  le  Clerc  fuppofes  that  this 
fame  Phyfician  owed  the 
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he  had  of  difiilled  Waters,  to  the  A- 
rabians ,  who  firft  introduced  Chymi- 
ftry  into  Phyfick.  It  is,  likewife,  ve¬ 
ry  probable  he  had  learnt  of  them  the 
manner  of  making  Julapium  rofa- 
tum ,  which  he  defcribes,  the  whereof 
Compofition  is  alfo  related  in  Mefue . 
I  muft,  in  the  fecond  place,  obferve, 
that  what  Dr.  Freind  fays,  that  it  does 
not ,  in  the  leafi ,  appear  that  Aqua¬ 
rius  was  vers'd  in  the  phyjlcal  Writ¬ 
ings  of  the  Arabians ,  cannot  confift 
with  what  A&uarius  fays  himfelf  *  in 
the  place  quoted  in  the  Margin,  where 
after  having  fpoken  of  the  Theriaca 
Andromachi  (lAnice  Treacle)  he  goes 
on  in  the  following  manner ;  I  float!, 
hereafter ,  treat  of  other  Antidotes 
compofed  by  many  ancient  and  modern 
Authors ,  as  well  Greeks  as  Barbarians. 
One  cannot  queftion  but  that  by  the 
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name  of  Barbarians,  he  meant  the 
Arabians.  He  defcribes,  in  the  fame 
place,  two  forts  of  Antidotes,  where¬ 
of  Mask  is  the  Balls,  and  wherein  it 
has  a  place  with  feveral  Aromaticks , 
as  Cloves,  Ginger ,  Cardamoms ,  Long- 
Pepper ,  See.  Pearl ,  yellow  Amber , 
Coral ,  and,  even,  in  the  laft  Defcrip- 
tion,  the  Filings  of  Gold  are  an  Ingre¬ 
dient.  If  any  Compolitions  ever 
feemed  to  have  come  from  the  Ara-> 
bians ,  fure  thefe  two  have:  and,  as 
fuch,  Mefue  has  deferibed  them;  fav- 
ing  a  few  Alterations,  whereof  one  is 
ftriking  the  Gold  out  of  it,  which  the 
Phylicians  of  that  Nation  ufe  in  fome 
of  their  Prefcriptions.  After  what  has 
been  faid,  I  cannot  think  one  can  with 
Dr.  Freind  affirms,  that  Aftuarius  was 
not ,  in  the  leaft,  vers  d  in  the  phyftcal 
Writings  of  the  Arabians.  That  which 
proves,  beyond  Contradiiiion,  that  Ac- 
toarius  was  vers'd  in  the  Writings  of 
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thefe  Authors,  is,  that  he  clofely  ad¬ 
heres  to  Principles  peculiar  to  them. 
In  order  to  be  convinc’d  of  it,  one 
may  look  over  the  two  Books  that  are 
at  the  head  of  his  Works,  where  he 
treats  of  the  nature  of  Spirits,  of  the 
means  of  preferving ,  and  reftoring 
them,  and  remove  the  Diforders  that 
may  happen ;  which  is  a  matter  A- 
vicenna  had  handled  before  him,  and 
which,  it  feems,  the  Greeks  had  but 
(lightly  touched  upon.  This  is  not  an 
After -proof j  Dr.  le  Clerc  had  already 
made  ufe  of  it,  in  his  Plan,  to  confirm 
the  very  Argument  which  is  here  main¬ 
tained,  with  refpe£t  to  AB nanus,  and 
methinks  Dr.  Freind  fhould  not  have 
palled  it  over. 

X.  We  have  now  done  wich  what 
may  be  found  in  the  firft  part  of  Dr. 
Freind’ s  Hifiory  of  P  by  feck,  concerning 
the  Faults  he  pretends  Dr.  le  Clerc  has 
been  guilty  of  in  his  Plan. 
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Dr.  Freind  *  afferts  a  fecond  time 
hisPofition  in  the  fir  ft  part  of  his  Hif- 
tory,  page  378,  that  Rhazes  is  the 
firft  who  mentions  chymical  Prepara¬ 
tions,  and  he  thinks  he  has  made  it 
plain  enough,  tho’  Mr.  le  Clerc  attri¬ 
butes  the  Introduction  of  them  into  , 
Medicine,  to  Avicenna .  One  may 
lee  the  Oblervations  I  have  already 
made  upon  the  place  I  have  quoted 
out  of  his  firft  part. 

XI.  Dr.  Freind,  continuing  his  At¬ 
tacks  upon  Dr.  le  Clerc,  fpeaks  thus; 
•p  ACtuarius  ( Method. .  Medend.  Lib.  5 . 
c.  6.)  quotes  an  Antidote  of  Hippo¬ 
crates,  which  confifted  of  fever  al  things, 
and  for  which  he  was  prefented  with 
a  Crown  from  the  Athenians ;  a  reme¬ 
dy,  he  fays,  effectual in  many  cafes.  Mr. 
le  Clerc  (p.  z  1 6.)  fuppofes  this  a  piece 
of  Grecian  Vanity  in  this  fVriter,  who 
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invented ,  he  thinks ,  this  Story  out  of 
his  own  Heady  and  made  ufe  of  that 
great  Man’s  Name ,  only  to  recom¬ 
mend  the  Medicine  the  more.  But  / 
cannot  perceive  that  it  is  upon  any 
good  Grounds  he  builds  this  Remark: 
For  befides  what  has  been  mention  d 
before,  ( and  not  to  mention  another,  of 
the  like  kind,  recited  under  the  fame 
title  by  Myrepfus)  if  we  look  into 
Celfus,  who  underfiood  Hippocrates 
very  well,  and  conftantly  copied  after 
him,  we  fhall  find,  among  his  Anti¬ 
dotes,  Acopa,  and  Catapotia,  Medi¬ 
cines  as  much  compounded  as  this  I 
have  been  J peaking  of ;  or,  indeed,  as 
much  as  any  defer ibed  by  the  Arabians. 

The  better  to  underftand  what  the 
thing  now  in  Queftion  is,  we  muft 
neceflarily  fee  what  Dr.  le  Clerc  has 
faid  in  the  place  quoted  out  of  him. 
Thefe  are  his  very  Words:  fVe  muji 
not  forget  to  make,  here,  an  impor- 

I  tant 
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tant  Reflexion  on  the  Pharmacy  of 
Hippocrates  j  which  is ,  that  the  com¬ 
pounded  Medicines ,  made  ufe  of  by 
him ,  z/'fry  few ,  confijied 

of  xi  very  few  Simples ,  ftoo  or 
generally  3  /o#r  or  jive  at  the  mojl: 
rarely  more.  We  find  indeed,  in  Ac- 
tuarius,  the  Defcription  of  a  very  com¬ 
pounded  Antidote ,  which  he  calls  Hip¬ 
pocrates’s  Antidote;  /or  which ,  fays 
this  Author,  the  Athenians  prefented 
him  with  a  Crown.  But  it  is  plain 
that  this  is  a  FiBion,  and  that  A<5tu- 
arius  gives  his  Antidote  one  of  thofe 
fpecious  Titles  the  Greeks  knew ,  fo 
artfully ,  how  to  give  to  their  Medi¬ 
cines  3  the  better  to  procure  the  fale  of 
them  j  of  which  we  jhall  fee  fever al 
Examples  hereafter. 

The  Examples  given  by  Dr.  le  Clerc 
in  other  places,  and  which,  plainly, 
make  out  this  Aflertion,  arts  thefe5 
The  Divine  Antidote ,  the  Immortal 
z  Antidote , 
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Antidoy. ?,  equal  to  God ,  Antidote,  called 
Panacea ;  that  is  to  lay,  that  which 
cures  alt  Difeafes ,  See.  Nothing  was 
more  frequent  with  the  Greek  Phyfi- 
cians  than  thefe  pompous  Names  3  which 
plainly  prove  that  Quacks  are  not  of  a 
late  Handing.  There  were  alfo  Medi¬ 
cines  that  went  by  theNames  of  Gods  and 
Goddeffes ,  as  Ifis :  and  there  are  feveral 
Compoluions  under  that  Name,  in  Ga¬ 
len ,  as  well  as  under  that  of  Plato ,  which 
the  Contrivers  of  thefe  Compofitions 
had  borrowed  to  procure  them  a  greater 
Efteem.  ’Tis  with  that  View  that  the 
Antidote ,  propofed  by  ABuarius ,  was 
attributed  to  Hippocrates  \  in  the  fame 
manner  that  feveral  Books  of  Phyfick 
had  been  publifhed  under  the  Name 
of  this  Father  of  Phyfick  3  that  never 
were  his.  This  is  the  Foundation  up¬ 
on  which  Dr.  le  Clerc  builds  the  Re¬ 
flection  he  makes  upon  the  Antidote 
deferibed  by  ABuarius  j  to  which 
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might  be  added  a  reafon,  which  alone 
would  fuffice,  were  there  never  any 
others  befides.  If  the  Antidote  here 
in  Queftion,  was  truly  Hippocrates  s, 
fhould  it  be  poffible  that  Celfus ,  who, 
as  Dr.  Freind  fays,  conjlantly  copied 
after  him-,  fhould  it  be  poffible,  I 
fay,  that  he  fhould  have  omitted  this 
Compofitlon ,  and  have  failed  putting 
it  to  fo  many  more,  which  he  has  gi¬ 
ven  a  defcription  of  in  his  Books  ? 
Could  it  be  poffible  that  Galen ,  who, 
alfo,  had  an  exceffive  Efteem  for  Hip¬ 
pocrates,  fhould  have  failed  to  have 
done  him  the  honour  of  mentioning 
this  famous  Antidote,  if  what  Aqua¬ 
rius  fays  were  true  ?  Sure  no  body  will 
ever  think  fo.  Pray,  where  was  the 
Receipt  of  this  Medicine  hid  for  four 
or  five  hundred  Years,  elapfed  between 
Hippocrates  and  Celfus,  or  fix  or  fe- 
ven  hundred,  if.  we  come  down  to 
Galen  ?  Was  it  kept  fo  clofe  that  nei¬ 
ther 
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ther  of  thefe  two  laft  Phyficians  could 
come  at  the  knowledge  of  it?  Was  it 
made  publick  only  a  little  before,  or 
at  the  time  that  ABuarius  lived,  nine 
or  ten  Centuries  after  Galen?  No¬ 
thing  can  be  faid  on  this  account  that 
has  the  lead:  Appearance  of  certainty. 
What  has  been  added,  that  as  a  Re - 
ward  for  this  Antidote ,  Hippocrates 
was,  by  the  Athenians,  prefented  with 
a  Crown ,  is  equally  certain  with  the 
reft.  ’Tis  even  very  probable,  -that 
it  is  a  Story  contrived,  either  in  the 
time  of  Acluatius,  or  before,  occa- 
fioned  by  an  old  Tradition  full  as 
doubtful,  concerning  a  like  Prefent 
made  to  this  fame  Phyfician,  in  the 
fame  City,  for  having  aflifted  the  Sick, 
or  given  Advice  in  the  time  of  the 
Plague.  We  may  fee  what  Dr.  le 
Clerc  has  written  on  this  Subjedt,  in 
his  Hijlory  of  Phy/ick,  Part  i  *  Book  3 . 
Chap.  3  r. 


After 


[  3 

After  what  has  been  faid,  we  might, 
it  feems,  be  excufed  from  examining 
more  narrowly  the  Motive  of  Dr.  le 
Clerc ,  in  affirming;  that  the  Antidote  in 
Queftion  is  none  of  Hippocrates’s ,  a 
Motive  taken  from  this ;  that  this  ancient 
Phyfic'tan  made  ufe  of  but  very  few  Sim¬ 
ples  in  the  compounded  Medicines  he 
imployed:  whereas ;  that,  in  the  Anti¬ 
dote  defcribed  by  Aquarius,  there  are 
a  great  many.  But  an  Anfwer  muft 
be  given  to  Dr.  Fremd’ s  Objection, 
who  inlifts,  with  great  vehemence, 
that  among  the  Antidotes  of  Celfus , 
fome  Medicines  are  found  as  much, 
or  more,  compounded,  than  the  pre¬ 
tended  Antidote  of  Hippocrates?  If 
Celfus,  he  fays,  who  underflood  Hip¬ 
pocrates  very  well. ,  and  conftantly  co¬ 
pied  after  him ,  gives  Defcriptions  of 
Medicines,  wherein  are  a  great  many 
Ingredients:  why  is  it  thought  ftrange, 
that  Hippocrates  fhould  himfelf  give 
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fome  fuch  ?  But,  that  the  Confequence 
Should  hold  true,  CeJfus  fiiould  have 
always  copied  after  Hippocrates,  or 
to  ufe  Dr.  Freind’s  Phrafe,  fhould 
have  constantly  copied  after  him,  which 
is  the  fame  thing,  and  have  never  in¬ 
ferred  any  thing  in  his  Book  but  what 
fhould  have  been  taken  out  of  Hip¬ 
pocrates.  But  it  is  far  otherwife :  for 
what  the  Latin  Phyfician  has  taken  • 
from  the  Greek  one  makes  a  very 
fmall  part  of  his  own  Works.  And 
it  is,  even,  obfervable ,  that  what  he 
has  tranflated  from  him  has  nothing 
at  all  to  do  with  Medicaments.  To 
this  may  be  added,  that  Phyfick  had  un¬ 
dergone  very  great  Alterations  in  the 
fpace  of  four  or  five  hundred  years, 
that  interven’d  between  the  time  of 
Hippocrates  and  that  of  Celfus ;  and  that 
if  the  firfl:  Phyficians  ufed  but  very  fim- 
ple  Medicines,  the  fame  cannot  be 
faid  of  thofe  who  came  after.  On  the 
'  d  '  contrary. 
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contrary,  it  Teems  that  the  latter  Phyfi- 
cians  ftrove  who  fliould  contrive  the 
moft  compounded  Medicines.  Mithri- 
datey  one  of  the  firft,  and  at  the  Tame 
time  one  of  the  moft  famous  Antidotes, 
is  an  Inftance  of  what  I  fay.  Celfus 
gives  a  Defcription  of  it,  wherein  are 
thirty  fix  Druggsj  which  is,  perhaps, 
much  more  than  is  needful.  But  this 
number  was  not  yet  thought  fufficient : 
lor  in  Damocrates  s  Mithridate,  there 
are,  if  I  miftake  not,  fifty.  This 
Compofition  is  recorded  by  Galen , 
and  is  the  fame  with  that  now  in  ufe. 
There  was  one  alfo  in  Pliny’s  time, 
wherein,  he  allures  us, there  art  fifty  five 
Ingredients.  It  may  be  objected  5  that 
in  the  pretented  Antidote  of  Hippo - 
crates  there  are  but  twenty  four  Sim¬ 
ples,*  but  this  very  Number  is  ftill 
three  or  four  times  greater,  than  that  of 
the  Druggs  ufed  in  the  compounded 
Medicines,  defcribed  by  this  ancient 
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Phyfician.  This  Antidote,  fays  Ac* 
tuarius ,  has  great  Virtues,  and  is  good 
for  many  things.  It  cures  Pain  in 
the  Head ,  and  in  the  Ears:  It  is  good 
for  a  Cough ,  [pitting  Blood,  Pain  m  the 
Sides ,  Obflr  actions  of  the  Spleen,  and  of 
the  Liver ;  for  the  Stone ,  for  the  Cholick, 
Sciatica,  for  the  Quartan  Ague  ■  and 
even  for  thofe  who  are  pojfefsd  with  e~ 
vil Spirits,  or  are  troubled  with  Sprights, 
It  is  wonderful  that  a  Medicine,  con¬ 
trived  by  Hippocrates  ,  and  indued 
with  fo  many  wonderful  Properties, 
fhould  have  been  loft  in  Oblivion; 
whilft  Mithridate  and  the  “Treacle  of 
Andromachus,  whofe  Authors  were  not 
of  near  fo  great  a  Reputation  as  Htp- 
pocrates ,  have  kept  their  Ground, 
and  ftill  do  to  this  day.  They,  who 
are  curious  to  know  the  Compo- 
fition  of  this  Antidote,  may  confuk 
Aquarius  in  the  place  quoted  above. 
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This  Article  is  already  long  e- 
nough  3  however,  I  cannot  forbear,  be¬ 
fore  I  conclude  it,  to  obferve;  that 
there  is  fomething  not  eafily  to  be 
comprehended  in  what  Dr.  Freind 
adds,  that  zve  find  among  CelfusV  An¬ 
tidotes  Acopa,  and  Catapotia,  Medi¬ 
cines  as  much  compounded  as  that  he 
(Dr.  Freind')  had  been  /peaking  of. 

f  By  thefe  Words  Acopa ,  and  Ca¬ 
tapotia,  as  ufed  by  him,  one  would  be 
apt  to  think  they  are  in  the  Singular , 
but  I  am  willing  to  lay  the  Fault  upon 
the  Printer,  rather  than  think  him  guil¬ 
ty  of  it.  But  then  what  muft  we  do 
with  the  reft  ?  The  Catapotia  were  ei¬ 
ther  Pills,  or  Medicines  taken  in  the 
faftiion  of  a  Bolus  5  and  might  fome- 

t  Dr.  le  Clerc  having  feen  but  the  French  Tranfla- 
tion  of  Dr.  Freind1  s  Hiftory  of  Phyfick,  which  fays 
Acopa  &  la  Catapotia ,  the  Tran  flat  or  alone  is  anfwer* 
able  for  this  Blunder ;  and  Dr.  le  Clerc  is  fair  enough 
to  clear  Dr.  Freind  in  this  Point;  but  it  lies  on  this 
laft  Gentleman  to  (hew  he  is  not  chargeable  with  the 
laft  part  of  this  Imputation* 

times 
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times  have  the  fame  Confiftency  as  the 
Antidotes,  tho’  they  were  not  the  fame 
thing.  But  as  for  the  Acopa>  which 
were  a  tort  of  Ointment,  they  have 
nothing  at  all  to  do  with  Antidotes, 
It  is  likely  that  Dr.  Freind \  who  un¬ 
derstands  very  well  how  to  make  Di¬ 
stinctions,  has  not,  in  this  place,  had 
JuStice  done  him  by  his  T ranflator. 

XII.  In  the  third  part  f  of  DoCtor 
Freind’ s  Hittory  of  Phyfick,  Dr.  le 
Clerc  is  again  charged  with  having 
committed  more  Faults.  Dr.  Freind 
fays,  *  that  the  Introduction  of  the  A- 
rabian  Phyfick  into  Europe  is  not  mere¬ 
ly  owing ,  as  Mr.  le  Clerc  intimates , 
to  the  Croifade.  Mr.  le  Clerc  has  no 
where  faid  that  this  Introduction  was 
merely  owing  to  that  Caufe  :  it  is 
enough  if  we  are  chiefly  beholden  to 
the  Croifade  for  it, 

f  Part  %.  pa g.  118.  of  the  Original, 
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XIII.  *  Mr.  le  Clerc ,  fays  Mr 
Freind,  fee  ms  to  think  that  P.  de  A- 
pono  could  fur  nifh  us  with  fome  things, 
not  only  in  Chymiftry,  but  in  other 
points  relating  to  Phyfick.  I  don't 
find  he  deferves  this  Char  abler  either 
wayy  See.  It  is  pretty  hard  to  under- 
Hand  what  Dr.  Fremd  would  be  at. 
•Dr.  le  Clerc,  after  having  fpoken  of 
Thaddaus  the  Florentine,  and  Alber - 
tus  Magnus ,  goes  on  in  this  manner : 
^  There  is  alfo  in  the  IF, ritings  of  Pe¬ 
ter  de  Apono,  or  Abono,  the  deferip- 
tion  of  an  excellent  Balm,  and  fome 
other  chymical  Medicines.  This  Phy- 
fician ,  who  is  othenvife  called  the  Con¬ 
ciliator  j  and  concerning  zvhom  feve- 
ral  things  might  be  faid \  which  he 
that  continues  this  Hiftory  may  take  no¬ 
tice  of  as  he  goes  along :  this  Phyfician , 
l fay,  lived Jrom  A.  C.  n^o ,to  1306* 

*  Part  1,  pag.  2.5-9,  »6o.  f  Pag.  78/. 
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Doctor  Freind  adds,  ^  that  what  he 
touches  upon  in  Chymifiry  is  very  incon- 
Jiderable.  He  agrees,  however,  that  this 
Italian  Phyfician  has  mentioned  fome 
chymical  Medicines :  and  he  even  takes 
notice  of  fome,  fuch  as  *  Spirits 
drawn  from  Metals ,  of  which ,  he  fays, 
an  Elixir  may  be  made.  Dr.  Freind 
makes  mention  of  an  artificial  dijhlled 
Balfamy  defcribed  by  de  Apono,  and 
recommended  much  for  a  Palfy.  Dr.  le 
Clerc  has  not  faid  fo  much,  and  has  no 
where  ipoken  of  any  Light ,  great  or 
fmall,  that  the  Conciliator's  Writings 
can  furnifh  us  with  in  Chymiftry,  and 
far  lefs  in  Phyfick.  ’Tis  true  that 
he  has  intimated  that  he  could  fay 
a  great  deal  more  of  this  Author: 
the  meaning  of  which  is  only,  that 
he  is  an  Author  who  has  made  a 
great  noife.  In  eflfedt,  he  hady  as 

|  Part  2.  pag,  161.  Pag.  262. 
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Dr.  Freind  himfelf  informs  us  f  the 
reputation  of  being  equally  a  great 
Phyfiognomift,  Chymift,  Mathemati¬ 
cian,  and  Aftrologerj  he  is  faid  to 
have  dealt  much  in  Talifmansj  and 
therefore ,  being  fufpecled  of  Magick, 
he  was  perfecuted  by  the  Inquifitionj 
but  dying  before  they  could  proceed  to 
condemn  him ,  he  was  burnt  in  Effigie : 
thd  fome  Hijlorians  pretend  to  fay  that 
he  was  actually  burnt  in  his  proper 
Perfon :  and  others  jhat  he  was  abfolvd. 
Is  not  this  a  large  Field  to  expatiate  on  ? 

XIV.  Dr.  Freind  makes  again  ano¬ 
ther  Thruft  at  Dr.  le  Clerc.  f  Surely 
Phyftck  had  another  Face  upon  the  open  - 
ing  of  the  fixteenth  Century  3  and  the 
Hiflory  of  that  Age  could  have  afforded 
us  a  great  many  Particulars ,  much  more 
worth  taFing  notice  of  than  the  long 
detail  Mr ,  le  Clerc  gives  o/Paracelfus’f 
idle  Syfiem,  The  Particulars  here 
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rneant  by  Dr.  Fre'md ,  are  the  origin 
of  the  Venereal  Difeafe ,  which  began 
at  that  time  to  ipread  in  Europe 5  and 
what  he  adds,  is  a  Confequence  of 
what  was  juft  now  faid.  ^  Mr.  le 
Clerc  gwes  us  fcarce  any  account  of 
the  Symptoms pr  Curey  of  that  new  Dif¬ 
eafe.  I  have  already  anfwer’d  the  Ob* 
jedtion  concerning  the  Syftem  of  Pa- 
racelfus.  I  muft  now  anfwer  what  is 
added.  It  is  true  that  Dr.  le  Clerc  has 
not  dwelt  long $  either  upon  the  Symp¬ 
toms,  or  the  Cure,  of  the  Lues  Venerea. 
But  it  was  not  neceflary,  for  the  end 
he  had  propofed  to  himfelf,  that  he 
(hould  dwell  long  upon  it  3  what  he 
has  written  upon  that  Subject,  being 
fufficient  to  give  a  general  idea  of  the 
one  and  the  other :  befides  ,•  this  mat¬ 
ter  has  been  as  good  as  exhauftedj 
a  great  number  of  Books  having 
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been  written  on  that  Subject.  That 
which  was  the  leaft  known,  and  re¬ 
quired  a  more  particular  inquiry,  is 
the  Origin  of  this  Diftemper.  The 
Queftion  is  j  whether  the  ancient  Greek, 
Latin,  or  Arabian  Phyficians  had  any 
knowledge  of  this  firjl  Difeafe ,  or 
whether  it  appeared  in  Europe  to¬ 
wards  the  clofe  of  the  fifteenth  Cen¬ 
tury  -  and  whence  it  camel  This 
Queftion,  I  fay,  is,  without  doubt, 
the  moft  curious  point  for  a  Hiftory 
of  Phyfick.  ’Tis  alfo  for  that  reafon, 
that  Dr.  le  Clerc  has  more  particularly 
applied  himfelf  to  it ;  and  he  may 
very  juftly  flatter  himfelf  upon  his  Suc- 
cefsj  at  leaft  in  fome  Particulars ;  fince 
Mr.  Freind  has  made  ^  no  difficulty 
to  fay  5  that  he  finds  one  of  his  Obser¬ 
vations  on  that  Subject  very  judicious  5 
whereby  he  endeavours  to  prove  j  that 
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this  Difeafe  is  nothing  To  ancient,  as 
fome  have  pretended, 

'  But  if  Dr.  Fremd  has  been  fo  friend¬ 
ly  as  to  approve,  in  this  occafiony  Dr, 
le  Clerc  s  Oblervation,  he  has  not  been 
long  without  blaming  him  for  hav¬ 
ing  faid,very  groundlefsly,  that  'James 
of  Carpi  had  kill’d  a  great  many  Peo^ 
pie.  But  here  follow  Dr.  le  Clerc  $ 
words,  James  of  Carpi ,  a  Surgeon, 

was  one  of  thofe  who  began  to  ufe  mer¬ 
curial  Ointments  for  the  cure  of  the 
Lues  Venerea:  and \  with  thefe  Oint¬ 
ments,  he  cured feveralP atients  labour¬ 
ing  under  this  Difeafe.  True  it  is,  he 
Killed  fome  •,  but  thefe  were  much  fewer 
than  what  he  cured.  This ,  continues 
Dr.  le  Clerc,  is  what  Falloppius  tells  us 
of  this  Affair,  &cc.  If  Dr.  Freind  had  had 
the  patience  to  read  this  throughout,  he 
might  have  feen  that  Dr.  le  Clerc  had  on- 
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ly  copied  frt>m  that  Author.  Heflhould 
then  have  cenfured  the  laft,  and  not 
the  firfl:  of  thefe.  Thefe  are  Fallo¬ 
pius  s  Words:  Carpenjh  tile  Chirurgus , 
ex  fola  curatione  Gallici  morbi ,  cum 
his  tn  unBionibus ,  lucratus  eft  plus 
quam  quinquaginta  millia  Ducato - 
rum  aureorum  3  &  plures  interfecit , 
quamvis  majorem  partem  fanaverit. 
Dr.  le  Clerc  ventures  to  fay  further, 
that  there  is  nothing  but  what  is  very 
probable  in  what  Fallopius  fays.  If, 
now  a  days,  it  is  no  rare  thing  to  fee 
fome  Patients  die  under  the  hands  of 

V  «  ‘  .4  *  ••  V 

Phyficians  and  Surgeons,  who  have 
been  falivated  by  them  in  order  to 
their  cure:  if,  notwithftanding  an  in¬ 
finite  number  of  Experiments  made 
on  that  Subject,  which  fhould  through¬ 
ly  have  inftru&ed  one  in  the  manner 
of  ufing  this  Medicine,  fatal  Accidents 
neverthelefs  happen  fometimes:  what 
might  not  one  be  expofed  to  in  James 
"  '  ''  "  •  ‘  of 
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of  Carpi’ S  time :  when  the  firft  Expe¬ 
riments,  which  are  accompanied  with 
danger,  were  then  making?  Happy 
the  Phyfician,  who,  on  the  like  Oc- 
cafions,  has  nothing  with  which  he 
may  reproach  himfelf. 

XVII.  Dr.  Freind  at  laft,  after  having 
remark’d  that  Fallopius  had  read  Lec¬ 
tures  at  Padua  upon  fome  Difeaiis,  a- 
bout  the  year  1555,  concludes  thence  j 
■\  that  thefe  Lectures  muft  have  been 
read  much  later  than  Mr.  Clerc  places 
this  Phyfician.  It  is  hard  to  guefs  at 
what  Dr.  Freind  would  fay,  here  in  this 
place.  If  Fallopius  died  but  in  1 5  6  2,  or 
1 5  6  3 ,  as  will  be  fhewn  by  and  by,  I  can¬ 
not  underftand  why  it  fhould  be  impof- 
fible  that  he  fhould  have  read  Lectures, 
on  any  Subject  whatever,  in  the  year 
1  j  j  5 :  feven  or  eight  years  before  his 
Death.  However,  this  does  not  hinder 
Dr.  le  Clerc  from  having  been  guilty  of  a 
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Miftake,  in  Hating  the  birth  of  Fal¬ 
lopius  much  earlier  than  it  is :  that  is  to 
fay }  in  placing  it,  as  he  has  done,  in 
the  year  1490.  It  is  furprifing  that  any 
difficulty  fhould  Hill  fubfift  about  the 
time  that  a  Phyfician  of  his  note  was 
born :  efpecially  that  he  has,  very  juft- 
ly,  acquired  fo  great  a  Reputation, 
and  has  lived  in  an  Age  fo  near  our 

own.  But  here  follow  fome  Obfer- 
vations,  Dr.  le  Clerc  has  made  on  that 
Subject. 

We  learn  from  Jacobus  Auguflus 
Thuanus ,  'f  that  Gabriel  Fallopius,  of 
Modena,  being  Profeflfor  at  Padua, 
died  there  the  *  VII.  Id.  0<5t.  1  y6x 
of  an  untimely  death  3  having  hardly 
completed  the  3  9  th  year  of  his  Age. 
The  fame  Author  adds,  that  Fallo¬ 
pius  was  very  learned  tn  Phtlofophy , 
and  other  Sciences ,  hut  chiefly  in  Ana¬ 
tomy  ,  which  he  has  enriched  with  di- 
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Vers  Obfervations ;  and  confequently  in 
both  Branches  of  Phyfick ,  which  he 
has  illufirated  by  his  learned  Writings . 
Cafiellanus  confirms  the  Words  of  Thu- 
anus  as  to  the  Age  of  Fallopius ,  when 
he  died,  as  well  as  to  the  year  and  place 
of  his  Death :  adding  to  it, that  a  Tomb 
was  eredted  for  him  at  the  entrance  of 
the  Church  of  St.  Anthony  of  Padua. 
He  takes  notice  again,  that  f  this  Phy- 
fician  was  born  in  the  year  ijzj, 
which  is  exactly  Thuanus’s  account. 
What  thefe  two  Authors  fay,  as  to 
the  untimely  Death  of  Fallopius ,  a- 
grees  with  what  is  told  us  by  Andreas 
Marcolmi ,  one  of  his  Difciples^  for 
whom  he  had  the  greateft  AfFe&ion, 
and  to  whom  he  had  left  his  M  S. 
Works.  This  is  what  is  gathered 
from  fome  Letters  and  Prefaces  of  this 
laft  Author,  printed  before  the  Trea- 

t  Vit.  illuftrium  Mcdicorum. 
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tife  of  Fallopius  de  Aquis  Medicatis . 
atque  Fojfilibus  j  as  well  as  from  the 
Anfwer  written  to  him,  by  Hieron. 
Mercurialis>  to  whom  he  had  fent 
that  Treatife.  I  have  read \  j  fays  Mer¬ 
curials  y  the  LeBures  you  fent  me  up¬ 
on  Baths  and  Mineral  W aters ,  -written 
by  that  mofi  eminent  Phyfician  Ga¬ 
briel  Fallopius.  I  could  not  do  it  with¬ 
out  being  extremely  moved. ,  not  only 
at  the  tender  remembrance  of  my 
dearefi  Majler  j  but  at  the  incredible 
lofs  which  l  am  certain  the  whole  Fa¬ 
culty  has  fujfered  by  his  untimely  Death. 
This  Treatife  was  printed  at  Venice  in 
1 5  64, two  years  Atet Fallopius’s  Death. 
And,  at  the  head  of  this  Work,  be- 

4  Gabrielis  Fallopii,  Medici  eminentiflimi ,  lefiiones 
de  Balneis,  ac  Follilibus,  a  te  mijfas  ad  me,  perlegi ; 
ex  quibus  uebementer  commotus  fum,  turn  ob  jucundijji- 
mam ,  mihique  femper  dttlctjjimam  preeceptoris ,  recorda- 
tionem ,  turn  ob  incredibilem  jafturam,  quam  ex  imma- 
tura  illius  morte,  totam  Medicines  Facultatem  pajfam 
ejfe  certe  feio. 
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fides  the  Letters  or  Prefaces  of  Mar- 
colini ,  mentioned  above,  is  a  Latin 
Elegy  written  by  Dionyf.  Athanafius ,  . 
in  which  the  Author,  after  having  ex- 
preffed  the  Sorrows  of  all  Italy,  and 
of  all  the  Learned  in  other  Countries  5 
concludes  with  two  Verfes,  which 
{hew  how  much  he  w'as  moved  him- 
felf,  that  the  Life  of  fo  great  a  Man 
had  ended  fo  long  before  its  time. 
John  Anthony ,  and  James  de  Fran- 
ctfas ,  Bookfellers  at  Venice ,  who 
have  printed Works  in  1 606^ 
confirm  alfo  in  their  Preface  what  thefe 
Authors  have  faid  concerning  his  tin- 
expelled ,  and  untimely  Death. 

After  what  has  been  faid,  there  is 
no  reafon  in  the  leaft,  one  would  think, 
to  queftion  the  Truth  of  fuch  a  Fa£t, 
attefted  by  Witneffes,  fome  of  whom 
were  Contemporaries  with  Fallopius , 

f  Nec  minus  ipfe  aliis  doleo ,  aternumque  dokbo 
Immatura  ntmis  ftamina  rnpta  tib't. 

his 
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his  Difcipl  es,  and  his  particular  Friends  5 
and  who  confequently  took  too  great 
a  fhare  in  this  fad  Accident,  to  leave 
room  for  a  poflibility  of  fufpedting 
they  were  not  perfectly  apprifed  of 
all  its  chiefeft  Circumftances.  Yet 
fome  Authors ,  who  have  written 
long  after,  fay  the  very  contrary. 
If  we  are  to  give  credit  to  *  Tho- 
mafini^  and  f  Ghiliniy  we  fhall  find 
that  Fallopius  was  born  three  and 
thirty  years  fooner  than  what  I  juft 
now  faid,  viz.  in  1490,  and  that  in- 
ftead  of  dying  in  the  flower  of  his  Age, 
as  is  plain  by  what  has  been  faid  above, 
he  fhall  have  reached  to  feventy  three : 
a  pretty  advanced  old  Age,  and  al- 
moft  double  the  time  he  lived  $  if  Thu - 
anus  and  Cajlellanus  have  been  exa<5t. 
But,  as  the  other  two,  whom  we  have 
juft  now  named,  and  whofe  Account 
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is  fo  widely  different,  do  not  inform 
us  from  whence  they  have  their  Infor¬ 
mation,  nor  upon  what  they  ground 
their  Calculation,  one  ought  not,  me- 
thinks,  to  fcruple,  in  the  leaf!,  to  re¬ 
ject  their  Teltimony,  and  keep  to  that 
of  the  firft,  who  could  hardly  be  de¬ 
ceived,  for  the  reafons  we  have  given. 

They  may  be  followed  with  fo  much 
the  more  Certainty,  that  it  is  eafy  to 
difcover,  by  another  method,  that 
Fallopius  cannot  have  been  born  fo 
early  as  thefe  new  Authors  pretend.' 
Every  one  knows  Vef alius  was  bom 
in  1514,  which  being  laid  down,  it 
is  not  at  all  probable,  that  if  our  Fal¬ 
lopius  had  been  born  in  1490,  and  had 
eonfecjuently  lived  twenty  four  years 
longer  than  him,  it  is  not  probable, 

I  fay,  that  Fallopius  fhould  have  fpo- 
!ken  of  Vefalius  in  the  manner  a  Dif- 
ciple  does  of  his  Mafter,  always 
with  great  Refpeft,  as  his  Cuftom  is. 

M  $  This 
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^  This  Difficulty  will  entirely  vaniflh, 
if  in  following  the  Opinion  of  the  firft, 
we  place  Fallopius  s  birth  in  the  year 
1 5  2  3  j  who,  according  to  that  account, 
muft  be  nine  years  younger  than  Ve$a- 
lius,  As  to  what  is  faid  by  Thomajini , 
and  Ghilini ,  that  Fallopius  died  in  the 
year  l56i,  the  Miftake  is  not  fo  grofs 
as  that  about  the  number  of  years  he 
lived:  but  it  is  likely  they  have,  in 
this  a'lfo,  been  guilty  of  a  Miftake,- 
this  P  yiician  having  died  one  year 
before,  as  the  others  have  aflerted. 
This  is,  however,  what,  it  feems,  may 
be  inferred  from  what  fays  Anton, 

^  Fallopius,  after  he  had  commended  in  the  very  be¬ 
ginning  of  his  Anatomical  Obfervations,  Vefalius’/  Fa- 
brica  Corporis  Humani,  as  a  Divine  W ork,  and  an  ever- 
Jafting  Monument,  and  had  excufed  himfelf  very  much 
for  daring  to  write  of  Anatomy  after  that  great  Many 
concludes  thus :  Magiftri  reverentiam,  &  timorem,  ip- 
fius  exemplo,  lenivi.  Quoniam  uti  Vefalius  (non  in 
fcholis  quidem  vivae  vocis  Auditor,  fed  in  Mufaeo  quia 
JLibrorum  ejus  helluo  eximius  fuerit)  Galeni  difcipulus 
fa&us,  non  ipfius  au&oritate  deterritus  eft,  quin  plurj- 
ma  Arti  adderet,  quae  a  Praeceptore  ejus  praeter  mifta 
erant;  ita  &  ego  in  illius  fchola,  quia  ejus  Scripta  dill- 
genter  legerim,  verfatus^alacrius  in  hoc  pariter  Artem 
invare  tentavf*  Riccobonh 
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Riccohom,  that  J  Bernard.  Trevifanus 
fucceeded  Gabriel  Fallopius  in  \  5  6  $ , 
who  had  read  Leisures  in  Surgery ,  and 
on  the  Simples  fo  early  as  1  j  j  j.  And, 
indeed,  if  Fallopius  had  died  but  to¬ 
wards  the  Clofe  of  the  year  1 5  6  2,,  or 
VIII.  Id.  OBob.  as  we  learn  from  Thu > 
anus-,  it  is  very  probable  his  place 
could  hardly  be  filled  before  the  fol¬ 
lowing  year.  To  this  may  be  further 
added, that  if  this  illuftrious  Author, we 
have  juft  now  quoted, mot  being  fatisfi- 
ed  with  fetting  down  the  year  wherein 
this  famous  Phyfician  died,  has  alfo 
recorded  the  very  day  of  his  Death,  it 
is  a  plain  proof  he  was  perfectly  well 
apprifed  of  both. 

Moreri ,  in  his  hiftorical  Dictio¬ 
nary,  fays,-  that  Jacobus  Philippus 
Thomafini,  Bifhop  of  Emonia,  or 
Citta  Nuova,  tn  Iftria,  publifhed ,  in 
the  feventeenth  Century ,  two  Volumes 

t  Gymnafii  Patavini. 
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on  the  Praifes  of  illujlrious  Men\  the 
greatefi  part  whereof  were  Italians, 
with  a  Catalogue  of  their  W orks  -  furey 
adds  Morerit  his  Works  mufi  have 
been  in  a  very  great  EJleem ,  fmce 
they  procured  him  a  Bifhoprick.  ’Tis, 
in  all  likelihood,  the  great  Efteem 
which  this  fame  Author  fuppofes  Tho- 
mafw  'h  t  Works  were  in, which  obliged 
Anthony  Teifjier ,  who  wrote  in  the 
fame  Age,  and  long  after  this  laft  Au¬ 
thor,  to  take  his  Word  for  it,  rather 
than  Thuanus’s ,  with  refpedt  to  the 
Birth  and  Death  of  Fallopius.  Teif- 
fier  having  commended  Fallopiusy  af¬ 
firms  firft,  that  this  Phyfician  died  at 
Padua  in  the  feventy  third  year  of  his 
Agey  according  to  what  Thomajini  and 
Ghilini  fay,  whom  he  quotes  in  the 
Margin,  and  then  he  concludes  in  this 
manner :  And fo  Thuanus  was  defcribedy 

£  I  don’t  mention  Abbot  Ghilini ,  becaufe  hefeems  to 
have  done  hardly  any  thing  elfe  but  copy  Thomajini 
upon  that  Article, 

when 
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when  he  fays  that  Fallopius  was  but  jo 
years  old  when  he  died.  He,  again , 
mijlakes  in  placing  his  Death  in  the 
year  ij6z  j  for ,  fays  he,  Ghilini  and 
Thomafmi  fay  he  died  in  1563. 
|  Thefe  are  the  Grounds  upon  which 
TeijJier  has  gone,  without  taking  notice 
that  the  Authors  quoted  by  him,  as 
his  Authorities,  want  proper  Vouchers 
themfelves,  at  leaft  by  what  I  can 
find. 

Two  other  Authors, who  have  writ¬ 
ten  much  about  the  fame  time  as  Teif- 
fter ,  Mercklin  *,  and  Freherus  ^ ,  are 
very  near  of  his  Opinion.  The  firft 
of  thefe  two,  in  the  Article  of  Fallo¬ 
pius ,  fays  that  this  Phyfician  was  born 
at  Modena  in  1490,  and  that  he  died 
at  Padua  in  1 563,  aged  73  years,  as 

|  See  the  Additions  of  'TeijJier  to  the  Elogies  of 
learned  Men,  taken  from  the  Hiftory  of  Thuanus. 

*  Vid.  Mercklini  Lindenius  Renovatus. 

i  Vid.  Freheri  Theatrum  virorum  eruditione  claro- 

rum. 
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we  learn  it ,  fays  he,  from  Thomi- 
finus.  It  is  true,  that  this  Mercklin 
takes,  afterwards,  notice ;  that  Caflella- 
nusy  in  his  Lives  of  Phyficians,  rec¬ 
kons  otherwife $  fo  that  the  Reader  may 
adopt  which  of  the  two  opinions  he 
pleafes.  Freherus  begins  alfo  by  re¬ 
lating  what  Thomafini  fays,  and,  at 
laft,  copies  Cafiellanus.  In  fine,  the 
laft  Author  I  know,  who  has  men¬ 
tioned  the  Birth,  and  Death  of  Fallo¬ 
pius ,  is  Goelicke ,  a  learned  Profelfor 
of  Phyfick,  in  the  Univerfity  of  Hall*. 
He  likewife  fays  he  was  born  in  1490, 
and  fixes  the  time  of  his  Death  in  1 
and  withal  adds,  that  others  fay  in 
156a.  All  thefe  have  erred,  and 
Dr.  le  Clerc  has  committed  the  fame 
Error  with  them.  But  he  has  endea¬ 
voured,  fince,  more  carefully  to  in- 
veftigate  the  Truth  of  the  Fad:  in 

•  Vid.  Ilis  Hiftory  of  Anatomy,  printed  in  1 713- 
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Queftion.  I  do  not  at  all  queftion, 
that  the  Explanations  he  now  publiflies 
to  the  World,  in  this  refpedt,  will  be 
thought  fatisfa&ory  to  thole  who  fihall 
read  the  Account  given  here. 

Thefe  are,  if  I  miftake  not,  all  the 
Articles  in  Dr.  le  Clerds  Plan,  which 
Dr.  Freind  has  undertaken  to  cenfure. 
This  Plan  containing  but  fix  or  feven 
Sheets,  if  it  were  true  that  there  are 
as  many  Errors  in  it  as  the  laft  pretends, 
this  Work  being  fo  fmall,  one  might 
very  juftly  conclude,  as  Dr.  Freind 
has  done,  that  it  is  a  very  imperfect, 
luperficial,  inaccurate,  and  erroneous 
Performance.  But  1  think  I  have  al¬ 
ready  fufficiently  demonftrated  ;  that 
nothing  could  be  charged  on  Dr.  le 
Clerc  with  lefs  reafon,  not  to  fay  with 
more  folly;  fince  if  there  are  Faults, 
they  are  few,  and  inconfiderable. 
However,  fuch  as  they  are,  if  Dr. 
Freind  had  contented  himfelf  with 

feting 


feting  him  right,  he  was  at  liberty  to 
do  it  $  but  to  endeavour,  as  he  has  1 
done,  to  find  Errors  where  there  are  j 

none:  it  is  what  one  fhould  not  have  1 

* 

expected,  and  what  has  occafion  d  this  | 
Anfwer.  3 
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